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EXECUTIVE  SUMMARY 


Crime  and  Arrest  Profile:  The  Nation’s  Capital,  1979  examines  reported  crimes  and 
arrests  in  the  District  of  Columbia  according  to  longitudinal  trends,  geographic 
patterns,  and  selected  characteristics.  The  types  of  crimes  examined  in  this  report 
are  classified  as  Crime  Index  offenses  and  are  collected  as  part  of  the  Uniform 
Crime  Reporting  program  of  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation.  These  offenses 
include  four  violent  crimes  (i.e.,  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  forcible 
rape,  aggravated  assault,  and  robbery)  and  four  property  crimes  (i.e.,  burglary, 
larceny-theft,  motor  vehicle  theft,  and  arson.)  In  addition  to  the  description  of 
crime  and  arrest  patterns  in  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a whole,  special  attention  is 
directed  toward  the  location  of  crime  and  characteristics  of  the  criminal  incident 
and  the  person  reporting  crimes  in  the  commercial-business  center  of  the  city. 

In  1979,  the  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
was  56,721,  of  which  18.6  percent  were  violent  crimes  and  81.4  percent  were 
property  crimes.  These  crimes  constituted  a 10.8  percent  increase  over  the  number 
reported  in  1978  resulting  from  rises  in  every  Crime  Index  offense  except  murder 
and  non-negligent  manslaughter.  The  crime  rate  in  1979  was  8,591.5  Crime  Index 
offenses  per  100,000  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  based  on  an  estimated 
population  size  of  660,200.  For  the  period  from  1971  to  1979,  the  crime  rate  in  1979 
was  second  only  to  the  high  of  9,362.1  per  100,000  evidenced  in  1971. 

Crimes  were  examined  in  terms  of  monthly,  daily,  and  hourly  trends.  There  was 
considerable  fluctuation  from  month-to-month  in  the  number  of  Crime  Index 
offenses  reported  with  the  fewest  reported  in  February  and  the  most  in  October. 
These  extremes  were  largely  a function  of  the  variation  in  reported  property  crimes, 
particularly  larceny-theft,  the  most  frequent  offense.  The  daily  crime  trends 
exhibited  pronounced  highs  on  Friday  and  lows  on  Sunday  for  the  four  crimes 
involving  theft  (i.e.,  robbery,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  and  motor  vehicle  theft). 
There  was  less  consistency  in  the  daily  trends  of  the  other  Crime  Index  offenses, 
although  they  all  exhibited  highs  on  either  Friday,  Saturday,  or  Sunday. 

The  hourly  trend  for  property  crimes  was  marked  by  noticeable  peaks  at  times  when 
a person  would  be  most  likely  to  return  to  his  home  or  office  and  discover  that  a 
crime  had  occurred  (i.e.,  6 pm,  8 am,  and  noon).  These  peaks  reflect  the  fact  that 
the  timing  of  many  property  crimes  cannot  be  determined  precisely,  but  rather  must 
be  estimated  by  times  reflecting  the  behavior  of  the  victim.  In  contrast,  the  timing 
of  most  violent  crimes  can  be  fixed  more  exactly  since  the  victim  is  approached 
directly  by  the  criminal.  Violent  crimes  tended  to  be  lowest  early  in  the  morning,  to 
rise  gradually  during  the  day,  and  to  peak  during  the  evening  hours. 

An  analysis  of  the  geographic  distribution  of  crime  revealed  that  both  property  and 
violent  crimes  were  most  frequent  in  the  commercial-business  center  of  the  city. 
Consequently,  the  spatial  units  that  contained  this  area  (i.e.,  Police  District  1,  Ward 
2,  and  census  tract  58)  had  more  crimes  than  any  of  the  other  comparable  units. 
The  fewest  violent  crimes  were  reported  in  the  predominantly  residential  northwest 
area  of  the  city  encompassed  by  both  Police  District  2 and  Ward  3.  The  fewest 
property  crimes  were  reported  in  two  separate  outlying  areas  of  southeast 
Washington,  Police  District  6 and  Ward  8. 
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Examination  of  the  distribution  of  crime  within  the  metropolitan  area  revealed  that 
the  violent  crime  rate  was  higher  in  the  District  of  Columbia  than  in  either  the 
Maryland  or  the  Virginia  suburban  areas.  However,  two  suburban  jurisdictions  - 
Laurel,  Maryland  and  Alexandria,  Virginia  - had  higher  property  crime  rates  and 
Crime  Index  rates  than  the  District  of  Columbia.  In  comparison  to  eleven  other 
American  cities  of  comparable  size,  the  District  ranked  next  to  the  lowest  in 
property  crime  and  Crime  Index  rates  and  eighth  for  violent  crime  rates. 

The  type  of  premise  at  which  thefts  occurred  was  examined  for  three  of  the  Crime 
Index  offenses.  Robbery  was  found  to  occur  most  often  in  public  spaces,  burglary 
from  places  of  residence,  and  larceny-theft  from  automobiles  or  trucks.  The  next 
most  frequent  location  for  all  three  crimes  was  commercial  establishments.  To 

determine  the  relative  risk  of  victimization  for  ten  major  types  of  commercial 

establishments,  crime  rates  were  calculated  to  measure  the  number  of  crimes  per 
100  establishments  of  a particular  type.  The  highest  crime  rates  were  evidenced  in 
grocery  stores  for  robberies,  hotels  for  burglaries,  and  general  merchandise  stores 
for  larceny-thefts.  At  the  other  extreme,  the  lowest  rates  occurred  in  liquor  stores 
for  robberies  and  larceny-thefts  and  in  banks  for  burglaries. 

The  most  valuable  or  important  type  of  property  stolen  during  robberies  was  from 
the  category  labeled  checks,  money  orders,  or  coins.  The  most  popular  targets 
during  burglaries  were  radios,  televisions,  and  stereos.  The  largest  single  category 
of  objects  stolen  during  larceny-thefts  was  automobile  accessories.  The  estimated 
value  of  all  of  the  property  that  was  lost  or  stolen  during  the  commission  of  Crime 

Index  offenses  reported  in  1979  was  16.8  million  dollars.  The  value  of  the  property 

recovered  by  the  police  during  1979  equaled  19.1  percent  of  the  amount  stolen 
resulting  in  a net  loss  of  13.6  million  dollars.  The  highest  recovery  rate  (about  50 
percent)  was  evidenced  for  motor  vehicle  theft. 

Handguns  were  used  in  almost  one-third  of  the  violent  crimes  reported  in  the 
District  during  1979.  Handguns  were  used  in  a greater  percentage  of  murders  and 
non-negligent  manslaughters  and  robberies  than  in  forcible  rapes  or  aggravated 
assault. 

Trends  in  arrests  and  demographic  characteristics  of  arrestees  were  described  for 
juvenile  and  adult  offenders.  During  the  period  from  1971  to  1979  total  arrests 
fluctuated  largely  in  accordance  with  changes  in  adult  arrests.  In  particular,  total 
arrests  and  arrests  of  adults  peaked  in  1974,  reached  lows  in  1977  and  1978, 
respectively,  and  rose  by  eleven  percent  in  1979  relative  to  1978.  In  contrast, 
arrests  of  juveniles  fluctuated  within  a narrow  range  between  a high  of  almost  4,000 
reached  in  1975  and  a low  of  about  3,300  in  1979. 

Of  the  11,932  persons  arrested  for  Crime  Index  offenses  in  the  District  of  Columbia 
in  1979,  72.5  percent  were  adults  and  27.5  percent  were  juveniles.  However,  the 
arrest  rate  for  juveniles  (3,009.7  per  100,000  juveniles)  was  higher  than  the  arrest 
rate  for  adults  (1,756.8  per  100,000  adults).  For  both  adults  and  juveniles,  the  most 


frequent  Crime  Index  offense  for  which  they  were  arrested  was  larceny-theft. 
However,  the  second  most  frequent  arrest  charge  for  adults  was  aggravated  assault, 
which  accounted  for  a relatively  small  portion  of  juvenile  arrests.  The  total  number 
of  arrests  for  Part  II  offenses  was  27,454,  of  which  95.1  percent  were  adults  and  4.9 
percent  juveniles. 

Males  in  the  15  to  24  age  bracket  accounted  for  nearly  half  of  the  arrests  for  Crime 
Index  offenses.  The  modal  age  (i.ek,  most  commonly  occurring)  was  15  for  arrestees 
in  1979,  which  was  the  same  as  in  1978.  The  modal  age  was  lower  for  persons 
arrested  for  each  of  the  property  crimes  except  arson  than  for  persons  arrested  for 
violent  crimes. 

In  the  second  chapter  of  the  report  attention  was  focused  on  the  characteristics  of 
complainants  and  criminal  incidents  reported  in  the  downtown  area  encompassed  by 
census  tract  58.  The  spatial  distributions  of  the  five  most  numerous  Crime  Index 
offenses  were  represented  in  a series  of  contour  maps.  These  maps  revealed  that 
robbery  and  aggravated  assault  were  most  heavily  concentrated  in  an  area  along 
12th  Street,  N.Ww,  between  H and  I Streets  that  is  near  bars  and  pornography  shops. 
Larceny-theft  and  burglary  had  focal  points  in  the  shopping  district  along  F Street, 
and  motor  vehicle  theft  was  most  frequent  in  an  area  southwest  of  the  F Street 
shopping  corridor. 

Examination  of  the  timing  of  crimes  reported  in  tract  58  revealed  that  crimes  were 
most  frequently  reported  on  Friday  and  least  often  on  Sunday.  For  all  days  except 
Sunday,  crimes  were  most  frequently  reported  during  the  afternoon  and  early 
evening.  In  addition,  robberies  and  aggravated  assaults  were  also  particularly 
frequent  during  late  evening. 

The  persons  reporting  crimes  in  tract  58  were  more  likely  to  be  white  than 
nonwhite,  male  rather  than  female,  aged  20  to  29  than  any  other  age,  and  living  in 
the  District  of  Columbia  than  in  any  other  place.  However,  some  interesting 
differences  were  noticed  when  each  of  these  characteristics  was  examined  in 
conjunction  with  the  type  of  offense  or  another  attribute  of  the  complainant.  In 
particular,  the  tendency  for  more  whites  than  nonwhites  to  report  crimes  in  tract  58 
was  reversed  for  aggravated  assaults  and  rapes.  Furthermore,  although  complain- 
ants from  other  jurisdictions  were  more  likely  to  be  white  than  nonwhite,  complain- 
ants from  the  District  of  Columbia  were  almost  equally  divided  between  the  two 
racial  categories. 

Although  males  were  more  likely  to  report  being  victims  of  robbery  and  aggravated 
assault,  females  were  more  likely  to  report  the  larceny-thefts  in  which  there  is  a 
person  victim  (i.e>,  purse  snatching  and  pocket  picking).  In  addition,  the  tendency 
for  more  males  than  females  to  report  offenses  in  tract  58  occurred  for  complain- 
ants from  other  jurisdictions  but  not  for  those  from  the  District  of  Columbia  who 
were  almost  equally  divided  between  males  and  females. 
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CHAPTER  1 
CRIME  ANALYSIS 


A.  INTRODUCTION 
1.  Overview 


The  purpose  of  this  report  is  to  analyze  the  crime  and  arrest  patterns  that 
emerged  in  the  nation's  capital  at  the  end  of  a decade  marked  by  a massive 
national  war  on  crime.  Although  the  success  of  the  extensive  federal, 
state,  and  local  programs  designed  to  reduce  crime  is  still  the  subject  of 
comprehensive  evaluative  efforts,  the  trends  evidenced  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  can  be  examined  to  assess  the  gains  made  in  the  past  and  to 
identify  problems  anticipated  for  the  future.  A careful  and  objective 
interpretation  of  recent  crime  and  arrest  statistics  placed  in  the  context  of 
prior  trends  should  be  useful  to  local  government  officials  striving  to 
generate  farsighted  policies,  criminal  justice  agencies  attempting  to  imple- 
ment sound  programs,  and  local  citizens  interested  in  reducing  crime  in 
their  community. 

Although  there  are  many  types  of  crime  that  could  be  examined,  this 
report  will  focus  on  the  eight  offenses  which  comprise  the  Crime  Index  of 
the  Uniform  Crime  Reports  (UCR)  maintained  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  (FBI).  The  Crime  Index  is  composed  of  four  offenses 
categorized  as  violent  (or  person)  crimes  (i.e.,  murder  and  non-negligent 
manslaughter,  forcible  rape,  robbery,  and  aggravated  assault)  and  four 
offenses  classified  as  property  crimes  (i.e.,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  motor 
vehicle  theft,  and  arson).  These  offenses  are  used  as  the  major  indicators 
of  crime  throughout  the  United  States  because  of  their  "seriousness, 
frequency  of  occurrence,  and  likelihood  of  being  reported  to  police."  An 
analysis  will  be  made  of  the  longitudinal  trends,  geographic  patterns,  and 
detailed  characteristics  of  the  Crime  Index  offenses.  In  addition,  arrests 
for  these  offenses  will  be  examined  in  terms  of  differential  arrest  patterns 
for  juveniles  and  adults,  trends  across  time,  and  characteristics  of  offenders. 
To  provide  a background  for  the  analysis  of  crime  which  follows,  a 
profile  will  be  presented  of  the  population  of  the  District  of  Columbia. 

2.  Profile  of  the  Population 


The  purpose  of  generating  a profile  of  the  population  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  is  to  provide  a meaningful  context  in  which  to  analyze  and 
interpret  crime  and  arrest  patterns  in  this  city.  Since  the  residents  of  the 
city  constitute  the  majority  of  both  victims  and  arrestees,  information 
about  their  demographic  characteristics  may  be  useful  in  calculations  of 
rates  of  victimization  and  arrest.  For  example,  the  risk  of  being 
victimized  tends  to  vary  for  different  types  of  people  in  the  community. 


1U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  Uniform  Crime  Reports 
for  the  United  States.  Washington,  D.C.:  Government  Printing  Office,  1977,  p.l. 
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Estimates  of  these  differential  risks  can  be  generated  by  using  data  on 
persons  who  report  crimes  and  on  those  with  similar  personal  attributes 
who  reside  in  the  community.  Similarly,  arrest  rates  can  be  calculated  to 
determine  differences  in  the  probability  of  being  arrested  for  certain 
categories  of  people. 

The  number  of  people  residing  in  the  District  of  Columbia  on  July  31,  1979 
was  estimated  to  be  660,200  by  the  Statistical  Services  Division  of  the 
Office  of  Planning  and  Development.  This  number  represents  the  culmina- 
tion of  gradual  declines  in  the  city’s  population  that  began  in  1950  and  have 
continued  thereafter  (see  Appendix  B,  Table  2 for  a list  of  population 
estimates  from  1971  to  1979).  These  declines  have  apparently  resulted 
from  both  decreases  in  the  birth  rate  and  a net  loss  in  population  due  to 
migration  flows. 

Three  characteristics  that  need  to  be  incorporated  into  a profile  of  the 
city's  population  are  age,  sex,  and  race  (or  color).  These  variables,  which 
are  commonly  used  in  describing  the  composition  of  urban  populations, 
have  been  found  to  be  related  to  the  likelihood  that  a person  will  be 
victimized  by  or  arrested  for  criminal  acts.  Consequently,  this  information 
is  used  in  calculating  victimization  and  arrest  rates. 

The  composition  of  the  District’s  1979  population  by  age,  sex,  and  race  is 
presented  in  Table  1 of  Appendix  B and  in  Figure  1.1.  The  type  of  graphic 
presentation  used  in  Figure  1.1  to  depict  the  age  and  sex  structure  of  the 
population  is  called  a population  pyramid.  It  consists  of  a double  bar  graph 
in  which  each  bar  to  the  left  of  the  vertical  axis  represents  the  percentage 
of  the  total  population  who  are  males  in  a particular  age  bracket. 
Similarly,  the  percents  for  females  are  shown  to  the  right  of  the  axis.  The 
population  pyramid  in  Figure  1.1  is  also  divided  according  to  race  so  that 
the  shaded  portion  of  each  bar  represents  nonwhites  and  the  unshaded 
portion  represents  whites.  The  percentages  are  calculated  using  the  total 
population  as  the  denominator  so  that  the  sum  of  all  the  bars  in  the  graph 
equals  100  percent. 

Inspection  of  Figure  1.1  reveals  that  nonwhites  comprise  the  majority  in 
each  age-sex  category  except  males  and  females  aged  65  years  and  over 
who  are  almost  equally  divided  between  whites  and  nonwhites.  For  the  city 
as  a whole  nonwhites  constitute  74.1  percent  of  the  population.  This 
percentage  varies  according  to  age  with  a greater  proportion  of  nonwhites 
in  the  younger  age  categories.  In  particular,  24.6  percent  of  nonwhites  are 
below  the  age  of  fifteen  whereas  only  7.4  percent  of  whites  are  that  young. 
This  differential  may  reflect  the  greater  number  of  children  in  nonwhite 
families  relative  to  white  ones.  The  age  differential  between  whites  and 
nonwhites  can  also  be  demonstrated  by  comparing  their  median  ages.  For 
the  population  of  the  city  the  median  age  is  31  which  means  that 
approximately  half  of  the  residents  are  older  than  this  and  half  are 
younger.  However,  for  whites  the  median  age  is  42  and  for  nonwhites  it  is 
27. 
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Figure  1.1 


Percentage  of  Total  Population  by  Age,  Sex,  and  Color 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  1 

SOURCE:  Office  of  Planning  and  Development.  "Provisional  Population  Estimates, 
Washington,  D.C.,"  May  1980. 

PREFAB  ED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


The  composition  of  the  District's  population  according  to  sex  is  also 
reflected  in  the  population  pyramid.  In  particular,  the  relative  length  of 
the  bars  to  the  right  and  left  of  the  vertical  axis  reveal  that  the  number  of 
females  is  approximately  equal  to  the  number  of  males  at  the  younger 
ages.  However,  females  appear  to  outnumber  males  beginning  in  late 
adolescence  and  young  adulthood.  The  preponderance  of  females  relative 
to  males  is  more  pronounced  for  nonwhites  than  for  whites  and  is 
particularly  noticeable  for  those  in  age  categories  from  15  to  29  and  for 
those  aged  65  and  over.  As  a result  of  these  differences,  55.1  percent  of 
the  city's  residents  are  female.  The  differences  in  the  numbers  of  females 
and  males  may  be  due  to  a number  of  factors  including  the  availability  of 
jobs  for  young  females  in  an  administrative  center  such  as  Washington,  the 
underenumeration  of  young  black  males,  and  mortality  differentials  result- 
ing in  greater  longevity  among  women  than  among  men. 
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3.  Land  Use  Patterns 


The  need  for  examining  land  use  patterns  as  background  for  an  analysis  of 
crime  stems  from  the  apparent  relationship  between  land  use  activities 
(e.g.,  commercial,  residential,  etc.)  and  the  incidence  of  crime.  This 
relationship  seems  to  be  fostered  by  a variety  of  conditions  including 
opportunities  for  crime,  the  potential  for  surveillance,  and  the  degree  of 
anonymity.  For  example,  commercial  areas  provide  more  opportunities  for 
such  larceny-thefts  as  shoplifting  and  pocket  picking  than  predominantly 
residential  areas  where  there  are  few  stores,  relatively  low  density,  and  a 
tendency  toward  surveillance  by  residents.  It  should  be  noted  that  there 
are  other  contextual  factors  besides  land  use  that  affect  the  incidence  of 
crime  and  that  the  dominance  of  a particular  activity  in  a given  area  does 
not  automatically  precipitate  or  preclude  the  occurrence  of  crimes. 

The  distribution  of  major  land  use  activities  across  wards  is  presented  in 
Table  1.1.  Wards  were  selected  for  this  analysis  because  of  their 
importance  in  decisions  regarding  public  policy  and  their  use  in  subsequent 
analyses  of  the  geographic  distribution  of  crime.  All  of  the  land  in  each 
ward,  except  that  used  for  public  rights-of-way,  is  subdivided  into  tw’o 
categories,  taxable  and  tax-exempt.  Land  classified  as  taxable  is  further 
divided  according  to  major  types  of  land  use.  The  tax-exempt  land  is 
devoted  primarily  to  government  office  buildings  and  other  special  activi- 
ties that  qualify  for  tax-exempt  status. 

Of  the  three  general  types  of  taxable  land  uses,  residential  use  encom- 
passes more  land  area  than  either  the  commercial  or  "other"  categories  in 
each  of  the  wards.  In  particular,  residential  use,  which  includes  single  and 
multi-family  dwelling  units  as  well  as  such  transient  accommodations  as 
hotels,  constitutes  32.8  percent  of  the  land  area  of  the  city.  This 
percentage  varies  from  a low  of  13.8  percent  in  Ward  2 to  46.3  percent  in 
Ward  1.  The  percentage  of  land  devoted  to  single  family  dwelling  units 
ranges  from  lows  of  six  to  seven  percent  in  Wards  2 and  8 to  highs  around 
36  percent  in  Wards  3 and  4.  Multi-family  units  occupy  the  lowest 
percentage  of  land  area  (between  four  and  five  percent)  in  Wards  3,  4,  and 
5 and  the  highest  (over  fourteen  percent)  in  Wards  1 and  8.  Transient 
residential  uses  occupied  less  than  one  percent  of  the  land  area  of  each 
ward. 

Commercial  land  uses  are  divided  into  three  categories:  retail,  office,  and 
other.  Together  these  activities  encompass  only  3.6  percent  of  the  land 
area  in  the  city  as  a whole.  The  two  wards  with  the  highest  proportion  of 
land  devoted  to  commercial  activities  are  Ward  2 with  10.5  percent  and 
Ward  1 with  5.9  percent.  Commercial  activities  occupied  3.4  percent  or 
less  of  the  land  area  in  the  other  wards. 

The  other  types  of  taxable  land  uses  include  industrial  activities  (e.g., 
heavy  manufacturing,  warehousing,  etc.),  special  purposes  (e.g.,  medical, 
educational,  etc.),  and  land  classified  as  vacant.  Together  these  three 
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Residential-Transient  includes  hotels,  motels,  and  tourist  homes  which  are  classified  as  non-residential  land  uses  by  the  Office  of  Planning  and  Development  (see  SOURCE!. 
SOURCE:  Office  of  Planning  and  Development,  Municipal  Automated  Geographic  Information  Systems  FY  1976  and  1979,  March,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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types  of  land  uses  constituted  9.4  percent  of  the  city’s  land  area  with  most 
of  this  classified  as  vacant.  Industrial  land  use  was  more  common  in  Ward 
5,  which  had  6.7  percent  of  its  area  devoted  to  industrial  uses,  than  in  any 
other  ward.  Activities  designated  as  special  purpose  uses  occupied  less 
than  two  and  a half  percent  of  the  land  in  any  of  the  wards.  The  percent  of 
land  classified  as  vacant  was  highest  (10.8  percent)  in  Ward  7 and  lowest 
(3.6  percent)  in  Ward  4. 

Tax  exempt  activities  occupied  54.3  percent  of  the  land  area  used  in  the 
city  (excluding  rights-of-ways).  The  percentage  of  land  devoted  to  such 
tax  exempt  structures  as  government  offices,  monuments,  and  religious 
edifices  varied  from  41.1  percent  in  Ward  1 to  73.4  percent  in  Ward  8.  In 
the  latter  instance,  a considerable  portion  of  the  land  area  is  occupied  by 
Bolling  Air  Force  Base. 
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B.  METHODOLOGY 
1.  Source  of  Data 


The  data  used  in  the  crime  analysis  are  primarily  from  the  Uniform  Crime 
Reporting  (UCR)  Program  which  operates  under  the  auspices  of  the  FBI.  In 
particular,  local  law  enforcement  agencies  tabulate  information  on 
offenses  known  to  the  police  and  arrests  in  accordance  with  uniform 
definitions  and  standards  of  accuracy  established  by  the  FBI  and  the 
International  Association  of  Chiefs  of  Police  (IACP).  Data  from  the  UCR 
Program  can  be  used  to  establish  crime  trends,  arrest  patterns,  and 
characteristics  of  offenses  and  arrestees.  The  use  of  UCR  data  for 
comparative  purposes  must  be  qualified  to  the  extent  that  reporting 
procedures  differ  across  time  or  from  one  jurisdiction  to  another. 

Data  on  offenses  known  to  the  police  were  obtained  for  the  District  of 
Columbia  from  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department  (MPD),  suburban 
jurisdictions  from  the  UCR  divisions  of  the  State  Police  Departments  of 
Maryland  and  Virginia,  and  ten  selected  American  cities  from  the  FBI. 
Arrestee  characteristics  in  the  District  of  Columbia  were  determined  from 
information  provided  by  the  MPD.  The  other  types  of  information  used  in 
this  chapter  include  population  estimates  and  land  use  patterns  from  the 
Statistical  Services  Division  of  the  Office  of  Planning  and  Development, 
the  number  of  commercial  establishments  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and 
population  estimates  for  other  American  cities  from  the  U.S.  Bureau  of 
the  Census,  and  population  estimates  for  suburban  jurisdictions  in  metro- 
politan Washington  from  the  FBI. 

2.  Variables 


An  integral  part  of  the  UCR  Program  is  the  classification  of  offenses  into 
standard  categories  to  be  used  by  local  authorities  in  reporting  crimes 
identified  through  their  specific  criminal  codes.  The  FBI  has  divided 
offenses  into  two  general  classes,  Part  I and  Part  II,  according  to  their 
seriousness  (see  Appendix  A).  Specifically,  Part  I offenses  are  considered 
to  be  the  more  serious  and  include  the  following  crime  categories: 
murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  manslaughter  by  negligence,  forci- 
ble rape,  robbery,  aggravated  assault,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  motor 
vehicle  theft,  and  arson.  Furthermore,  all  of  these,  except  manslaughter 
by  negligence,  are  included  in  a Crime  Index  used  to  represent  serious  and 
frequently  occurring  crimes  in  each  community.  For  purposes  of  this 
analysis,  manslaughter  by  negligence,  which  is  tabulated  primarily  by  the 
Traffic  Analysis  Division  of  the  MPD,  is  omitted  and  only  the  Crime  Index 
offenses  are  included.  As  noted  in  the  introductory  section  of  this  chapter, 
the  Crime  Index  is  subdivided  into  violent  crimes  (i.e. , murder  and  non- 
negligent  manslaughter,  forcible  rape,  robbery,  and  aggravated  assault)  and 
property  crimes  (i.e.,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  motor  vehicle  theft,  and 
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arson).  It  should  be  noted  that  arson  was  designated  as  a Crime  Index 
offense  beginning  in  1979.  Consequently,  it  is  only  included  in  analyses 
pertaining  to  1979  alone  and  not  in  those  involving  previous  years. 

In  contrast  to  Crime  Index  offenses,  which  were  selected  by  the  national 
UCR  Program  as  overall  crime  indicators,  Part  II  crimes  represent  other 
crimes  that  appear  as  offense  titles  described  in  state  or  local  law. 
According  to  the  UCR  Program’s  Standard  Classification  of  Offenses,  Part 
II  crimes  include  assaults  other  than  aggravated  assault;  forgery  and 
counterfeiting;  fraud;  embezzlement;  buying,  receiving,  and  possessing 
stolen  property;  vandalism;  weapons  offenses;  prostitution  and  commercial- 
ized vice;  sex  offenses  other  than  forcible  rape  and  prostitution  and 
commercialized  vice;  drug  abuse  violations;  gambling;  offenses  against  the 
family  and  children;  driving  under  the  influence;  liquor  law  violations; 
drunkenness;  disorderly  conduct;  vagrancy;  suspicion;  curfew  and  loitering 
violations  (juveniles);  runaway  (juveniles);  and  other  offenses  defined  in 
state  or  local  statutes  (e.g.,  extortion  and  blackmail,  bribery,  kidnapping, 
rioting,  etc.). 

3.  Analyses 

The  analyses  in  this  chapter  are  basic  descriptions  of  offenses  reported  to 
the  police,  trends  in  arrests,  and  characteristics  of  arrestees.  Crime  Index 
offenses  reported  to  the  police  in  the  District  of  Columbia  are  tabulated  by 
year  for  1971  to  1979  and  by  month,  day,  and  time  of  day  for  1979. 1 These 
offenses  are  also  tabulated  for  the  following  geographic  units:  police 
districts,  wards,  census  tracts,  suburban  jurisdictions,  and  selected  cities 
within  the  United  States.  In  all  instances  in  which  population  estimates  are 
available  for  the  chosen  geographic  units,  crime  rates  are  calculated  by 
dividing  the  number  of  reported  offenses  by  the  population  size  and 
multiplying  by  a constant  value.  For  example,  when  the  constant  equals 
100,000,  the  crime  rate  is  interpreted  as  the  number  of  reported  offenses 
per  100,000  people  living  in  a specified  area. 

Offenses  reported  to  the  police  in  1979  are  also  described  in  terms  of 
several  special  characteristics.  In  particular,  the  type  of  premise  at  which 
an  offense  is  reported  is  examined  for  robberies,  burglaries,  and  larceny- 
thefts  in  terms  of  the  percentage  distribution  of  offenses  and  the  rates  of 
occurrence  per  100  commercial  establishments.  The  type  of  weapon  used 
is  described  for  violent  crimes  and  assaults  on  police  officers.  The 
incidence  of  injury  to  assaulted  police  officers  is  also  discussed.  The 
amount  of  property  loss  and  recovery  is  discussed  briefly  for  the  seven 
Crime  Index  offenses.  Finally,  the  relative  frequency  of  occurrence  of  the 
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All  analyses  pertain  to  calendar  years,  unless  otherwise  specified. 
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Crime  Index  offenses  and  Part  II  crimes,  as  a whole,  is  described.  Arrests 
of  juveniles  and  adults  are  compared  in  terms  of  yearly  trends  from  1971  to 
1979;  percentages  of  Part  II  and  Crime  Index  offenses;  and  the  age,  sex, 
and  race  of  arrestees. 

4.  Limitations 


One  of  the  major  limitations  of  data  on  offenses  known  to  the  police  is  the 
failure  of  individuals  to  report  all  offenses.  Such  omissions  will  lead  to  an 
underestimate  of  the  incidence  of  crime.  The  failure  to  report  has  been 
found  to  occur  more  for  some  crimes  (e.g.,  larceny-theft)  than  for  others 
(e.g.,  robbery)  based  on  comparisons  between  UCR  data  maintained  by  the 
FBI  and  data  from  victimization  surveys  .conducted  by  the  Law  Enforce- 
ment Assistance  Administration  (LEAA).  Furthermore,  reporting  rates 
for  the  same  offense  are  likely  to  differ  across  time  and  between  one  place 
and  another  depending  on  the  familiarity  of  residents  with  reporting 
procedures,  attitudes  about  the  police  and  their  responsiveness  to  reports 
of  crime,  and  public  perceptions  of  the  importance  of  reporting  particular 
offenses.  Differential  rates  of  reporting  by  time,  place,  and  type  of 
offense  may  undermine  the  validity  of  comparisons  that  are  based  on  these 
variables.  Furthermore,  the  degree  to  which  underreporting  occurs  is  not 
known  for  each  type  of  comparison  that  is  made  in  the  crime  analysis. 

Recognition  of  the  existence  of  problems  associated  with  underreporting 
should  be  tempered  with  the  realization  that  compared  to  twelve  other 
American  cities,  the  District  of  Columbia  had  the  highest  rate  of  reporting 
victimizations  to  the  police  for  person  crimes  of  violence  and  theft  and  fo]j 
household  crimes  and  the  second  highest  rate  for  commercial  crimes. 
Also,  victims  appear  to  report  crimes  more  often  when  the  consequences  of 
the  offense  are  relatively  more  serious  (e.g.,  more  money  stolen,  serious 
injury  sustained).  Thus,  the  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  to  the  police 
are  likely  to  be  more  heavily  weighted  by  serious  incidents. 

The  use  of  crime  rates  based  on  the  number  of  offenses  relative  to  total 
population  size  to  represent  the  risk  of  being  victimized  should  be  qualified 
to  some  extent.  This  is  particularly  necessary  when  a piece  of  property 
rather  than  an  individual  is  the  target  of  a crime.  In  such  cases  it  may  be 
more  useful  to  consider  the  incidence  of  a given  type  of  offense  relative  to 
the  number  of  units  which  could  be  victimized.  This  calculation  is 
performed  for  selected  types  of  commercial  establishments,  and  the 
resulting  rates  are  discussed  in  this  chapter.  A similar  modification  is 
made  in  calculating  arrest  rates.  Specifically,  the  number  of  arrests  of 
individuals  in  particular  age,  sex,  and  race  categories  are  divided  by  the 
number  of  people  with  the  same  characteristics  in  the  population.  The 


3 

U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration, 
Criminal  Victimization  Surveys  in  13  American  Cities,  Washington,  D.C.: 
Government  Printing  Office,  1975. 


4Ibid. 
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resulting  rates  are  termed  age-sex-race-specific  arrest  rates.  By  comput- 
ing these  more  precise  rates,  it  is  possible  to  identify  more  accurately 
differences  in  the  probabilities  of  being  arrested  according  to  the  demo- 
graphic and  social  characteristics  of  the  population. 

The  interpretation  of  arrest  statistics  is  subject  to  several  qualifications. 
First,  neither  the  number  nor  the  rate  of  arrests  should  be  used  to 
represent  the  incidence  of  crime  although  they  will  be  related.  In 
particular,  arrests  are  a function  not  only  of  the  occurrence  of  a crime 
but  also  of  the  reporting  of  the  incident  to  the  police  and  of  the  actions 
taken  by  police  in  response  to  that  report.  Second,  it  should  be  emphasized 
that  the  making  of  an  arrest  does  not  necessarily  mean  that  the  actual 
criminal  has  been  apprehended.  Thus,  characteristics  of  arrestees  are  just 
that  and  obviously  do  not  pertain  to  all  persons  who  commit  crimes.  To  the 
extent  that  certain  types  of  individuals  may  be  more  likely  to  avoid  arrest, 
they  will  be  less  well  represented  by  the  attributes  of  those  who  are 
arrested. 

Although  the  police  undertake  extensive  investigations  of  most  reported 
crimes  in  an  effort  to  identify  the  most  likely  suspect,  their  investigations 
may  be  hampered  by  lack  of  evidence,  lack  of  witnesses,  and/or  the 
unwillingness  of  witnesses  or  victims  to  cooperate.  Such  difficulties  will 
reduce  the  likelihood  that  a suspect  is  correctly  identified  and  arrested. 
Thus,  arrest  statistics  reflect  only  the  occurrence  of  an  arrest  not  the 
accuracy  of  that  action.  It  should  be  noted  that  general  arrest  tabulations 
are  not  modified  if  an  arrestee  for  a particular  case  is  found  innocent  or 
pleads  guilty  to  a lesser  charge. 


Rate  per  100,000  Population 
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C.  CHARACTERISTICS  OF  REPORTED  CRIME 
1.  Trends  Over  Time 


a.  Annual  Trends 

The  annual  trends  in  reported  crime  are  represented  in  Figure  1.2  by 
yearly  crime  rates  calculated  by  dividing  the  number  of  offenses  by 
the  estimated  size  of  the  population  in  a particular  year  and  multiply- 
ing the  result  by  100,000.  The  data  from  which  the  crime  rates  from 
1971  to  1979  were  calculated  are  presented  in  Table  2 of  Appendix  B. 
In  addition,  changes  in  the  number  of  reported  offenses  for  each  year 
from  1971  to  1979,  for  the  eight-year  interval  from  1971  to  1979,  and 
for  the  five-year  interval  from  1974  to  1979  are  measured  by 
percentage  differences  which  are  shown  in  Appendix  B,  Table  3. 


Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  Rates 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE!  Appendix  B,  Table  2 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980;  February  26,  1979.  Office  of  Criminal  Justice 
Plans  and  Analysis,  1978  Comprehensive  Criminal  Justice  Plan,  January  1978.  Office 
of  Planning  and  Development,  "Population  Estimates,  Washington,  D.C." 

PREPARED  BY;  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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Inspection  of  Figure  1.2  reveals  that  the  annual  trends  in  the  Crime 
Index  rates  roughly  parallel  those  for  property  crime  rates.  In 
particular,  the  rates  for  the  Crime  Index  and  for  property  crimes 
evidenced  a sharp  decline  from  1971  to  1972,  a slight  rise  at  the 
middle  of  the  decade  followed  by  a decline,  and  progressively  greater 
increases  each  year  after  1976.  Violent  crime  rates  also  declined 
markedly  in  1972  relative  to  1971  and  experienced  a rise  in  1975  that 
was  followed  by  annual  decreases.  However,  the  violent  crime  rate 
did  not  begin  to  increase  again  until  1979  when  the  number  of  violent 
crimes  was  10.9  percent  higher  than  the  number  in  the  preceding  year. 
Thus,  there  has  been  a downward  trend  in  violent  crime  rates  in  every 
yearly  interval  except  from  1974  to  1975  and  from  1978  to  1979. 

The  annual  variations  in  the  total  number  of  reported  violent  crimes 
are  depicted  in  Figure  1.3  in  conjunction  with  the  trends  for  the  four 
crimes  that  comprise  the  violent  crime  total.  Comparison  between 
the  violent  crime  rates  shown  in  Figure  1.2  and  the  totals  in  Figure  1.3 
reveals  that  the  same  pattern  of  yearly  fluctuations  exists  for  both 
rates  and  totals.  Furthermore,  this  pattern  (described  above)  seems  to 
be  primarily  a function  of  the  annual  trends  for  robberies,  which 
comprise  over  60  percent  of  all  violent  crimes  each  year.  The  yearly 


Figure  1.3 

Total  Reported  Violent  Crime  and  Type  of  Violent  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  2 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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fluctuations  in  violent  crimes  parallel  those  of  robberies  for  every 
year  except  from  1973  to  1974,  when  violent  crimes  remained  nearly 
constant  (-0.4  percent)  and  robberies  increased  substantially  (10.7 
percent).  This  discrepancy  appears  to  be  due  to  a marked  decrease 
(-21.7  percent)  in  the  number  of  aggravated  assaults  that  counter- 
balanced the  rise  in  robberies  in  that  year.  From  the  figure  it  is 
apparent  that  aggravated  assault  followed  a different  pattern  from 
robbery  in  most  other  years  as  well.  In  particular,  aggravated  assaults 
evidenced  a slight  declining  pattern  in  most  years  whereas  robberies 
declined  in  some  years  and  rose  in  others.  In  the  last  year  both  of 
these  crimes  increased  relative  to  their  respective  levels  in  the 
previous  year. 

Because  of  the  relatively  small  number  of  murders  and  non-negligent 
manslaughters  and  forcible  rapes,  the  annual  variations  in  these  two 
violent  crimes  occurred  within  a fairly  narrow  range  and,  therefore, 
are  not  particularly  noticeable  in  Figure  1.3.  However,  examination  of 
the  annual  rates  of  change  in  Table  3 of  Appendix  B reveals  that  both 
of  these  crimes  have  fluctuated  from  1971  to  1979  with  the  declines 
outweighing  the  increases. 

Trends  in  total  property  crime  and  l^hree  of  the  four  offenses  that 
comprise  it  are  shown  in  Figure  1.4.  As  previously  described  for 
property  crime  rates,  the  total  number  of  reported  property  crimes 
decreased  after  a high  in  1971,  rose  in  1974,  declined  gradually  until 
1976,  and  rose  thereafter.  Although  larceny-theft  comprised  approxi- 
mately 50  to  60  percent  of  the  total  property  crimes  in  the  years  from 

1971  to  1979,  total  property  crime  decreased  by  15.7  percent  while 
larceny-theft  increased  by  7.2  percent  during  that  time  period. 
Larceny-theft  has  increased  during  each  yearly  interval  except  1971  to 

1972  and  1975  to  1976  when  it  decreased  by  20.4  percent  and  5.4 
percent,  respectively.  Within  the  context  of  an  overall  declining  trend 
from  1971  to  1979,  burglaries  have  experienced  increases  from  1973  to 
1974  and  after  1977.  Since  1971  motor  vehicle  theft  decreased  by  58.7 
percent,  the  largest  decrease  among  the  Crime  Index  offenses.  Motor 
vehicle  theft’s  downward  trend  was  reversed  after  1977  with  increases 
of  16.5  percent  and  12.9  percent  in  the  last  two  yearly  intervals. 

b.  Monthly  Trends 

The  number  of  offenses  reported  each  month  is  presented  in  Figure  1.5 
for  the  Crime  Index  total  and  its  two  components,  property  crime  and 
violent  crime.  The  monthly  fluctuations  in  the  Crime  Index  total 
appear  to  be  largely  a function  of  variations  in  property  crime.  Two 


5 Arson  is  omitted  from  this  figure  because  it  was  not  a Crime  Index  offense 
until  1979. 


Number  Reported  (in  thousands) 
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Total  Reported  Property  Crime  and  Type  of  Property  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE  Appendix  B,  Table  2 

rCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Snorting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


periods  of  dramatic  monthly  fluctuations  in  the  Crime  Index  total  and 
in  property  crimes  occurred  in  1979,  one  during  the  first  four  months 
of  the  year  and  the  other  in  the  last  four  months.  In  between  these 
two  periods  there  was  a gradual  upward  trend  in  reported  property 
crimes  and  the  attendant  Crime  Index  total.  The  fewest  property 
crimes  and  Crime  Index  offenses  were  reported  in  February  and  the 
most  in  October.  Inspection  of  data  in  Table  4 of  Appendix  B reveals 
that  these  variations  correspond  most  closely  to  the  monthly  trends 
for  larceny-theft,  the  most  frequent  property  crime.  In  contrast, 
burglary,  the  next  most  frequent  property  crime,  was  reported  most 
often  in  January  and  December  and  least  in  April.  Trends  for  the 
other  two  property  crimes,  motor  vehicle  theft  and  arson,  do  not  cor- 
respond to  the  patterns  evidenced  for  either  larceny-theft  or  burglary. 
For  example,  the  lows  and  highs  occurred  in  May  and  August, 
respectively,  for  motor  vehicle  theft  and  in  August  and  June,  respec- 
tively, for  arson. 


Number  Reported  (in  thousands) 
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Jan.  Feb.  March  April  May  June  July  Aug.  Sept.  Oct.  Nov.  Dec. 

Month 
Figure  1.5 

Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  by  Month 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  4 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


In  absolute  terms,  violent  crimes  fluctuated  within  a much  narrower 
range  than  did  property  crimes  and,  therefore,  the  pattern  of  monthly 
variations  cannot  be  observed  readily  from  Figure  1.5.  By  examining 
data  in  Appendix  B,  Table  4,  it  is  apparent  that  the  fewest  violent 
crimes  were  reported  in  April  and  the  most  in  October  and  that  there 
was  no  discernible  trend  from  month-to-month  throughout  the  year. 
Low  points  were  evidenced  for  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter 
and  forcible  rape  in  April,  for  robbery  in  May  and  April,  and  for 
aggravated  assault  in  February  and  April.  Thus,  for  all  four  violent 
crimes  April  was  one  of  the  months  in  which  the  fewest  crimes  were 
reported.  In  contrast,  the  month  with  the  greatest  number  of  reported 
offenses  varied  from  crime  to  crime  as  follows:  May  for  murder  and 
non-negligent  manslaughter,  July  and  August  for  forcible  rape, 
January  for  robbery,  and  July  and  October  for  aggravated  assault. 
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c.  Daily  Trends 

The  day  on  which  reported  crimes  occurred  is  presented  graphically  in 
Figure  1.6.  Since  the  range  of  variation  for  violent  crimes  is  rather 
small,  the  trends  for  the  Crime  Index  total  largely  reflect  the  patterns 
evidenced  for  property  crimes.  In  particular,  property  crimes  and  the 
Crime  Index  total  have  a marked  peak  in  the  number  of  crimes 
reported  on  Friday.  This  tendency  differs  from  that  evidenced  for 
violent  crimes  which  are  more  frequently  reported  on  both  Friday  and 
Saturday  than  on  any  of  the  other  days  of  the  week  (see  Appendix  B, 
Table  5).  The  day  with  the  fewest  crimes  reported  is  Sunday  for  both 
violent  and  property  crimes. 

The  daily  trends  for  the  eight  Crime  Index  offenses  are  apparent  from 
data  in  Table  5 of  Appendix  B.  The  tendency  to  have  the  greatest 
number  of  crimes  reported  on  Friday  and  the  least  on  Sunday  was 
evidenced  for  the  four  crimes  involving  theft:  robbery,  burglary, 

larceny-theft,  and  motor  vehicle  theft.  The  highs  and  lows  for  the 
other  four  crimes,  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  forcible 
rape,  aggravated  assault,  and  arson,  occurred  on  varying  days  of  the 
week  with  no  discernible  pattern  except  that  at  least  one  of  the  days 
on  which  a high  was  reached  was  either  Friday,  Saturday,  or  Sunday. 


Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  by  Day 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979  X 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  5 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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d.  Hourly  Trends 

In  Figure  1.7  the  time  of  occurrence  is  depicted  in  hourly  intervals 
(such  that  1 am  represents  the  hour  from  12:31  am  to  1:30  am)  for 
property  crime,  violent  crime,  and  their  total.  Before  describing  the 
trends,  the  manner  in  which  these  data  are  generated  needs  to  be 
discussed.  The  source  of  the  information  is  the  category  from  the 
police  department's  offense  report  (PD  251)  entitled  "date  and  time  of 
event."  In  those  instances  that  the  complainant  cannot  ascertain  the 
time  of  the  event,  the  police  officer  filing  the  report  identifies  the 
interval  during  which  the  offense  was  likely  to  be  committed.  For 
example,  the  interval  might  be  delineated  by  the  times  at  which  a 
person  left  and  returned  to  his  home.  However,  this  time  interval  is 
not  used  in  tabulations  of  the  time  of  occurrence.  Instead,  the  latest 
time  used  to  delineate  the  interval  is  selected  from  the  computerized 
record  of  the  offense  report  to  represent  the  time  of  occurrence. 
Consequently,  the  data  on  time  of  occurrence  for  some  crimes  may 
reflect  the  behavior  patterns  of  the  complainant  (e.g.,  the  time  of 
arrival  at  home)  more  than  those  of  the  criminal  (e.g.,  the  time  of 
burglarizing  the  home).  This  problem  should  be  substantially  less  for 
those  violent  crimes  in  which  the  time  of  occurrence  can  be  estab- 
lished by  the  victim. 


Figure  1.7 

Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property 
Crime  by  Time  of  Occurrence 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  6. 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under 
Uniform  Crime  Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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According  to  Figure  1.7,  property  crimes  appear  to  have  several  peaks 
during  the  day  with  the  highest  occurring  in  the  early  evening  (about  6 
pm),  the  next  in  the  early  morning  (around  8 am),  and  the  third  at 
midday.  Property  crimes  are  also  reported  with  fairly  high  frequency 
in  the  late  afternoon.  However,  the  number  of  reported  property 
crimes  gradually  declines  after  7 pm  until  reaching  a low  around  4 and 
5 am.  It  should  be  emphasized  that  the  timing  of  reported  property 
crimes  may  reflect  the  behavior  of  the  complainants  since  each  of  the 
peaks  coincide  with  times  that  a person  would  be  most  likely  to  survey 
his/her  home  or  work  premises  (e.g.,  after  work,  at  the  beginning  of 
each  day,  and  during  or  after  lunch  breaks).  Thus,  for  property  crimes 
the  data  provided  in  summary  form  by  the  police  department  do  not 
permit  a clear  assessment  of  the  times  at  which  a crime  is  most  likely 
to  occur. 

The  timing  of  violent  crimes  is  probably  much  more  accurately 
reflected  by  the  trends  depicted  in  Figure  1.7.  Thus,  it  appears  that 
violent  crimes  reach  a low  point  early  in  the  morning  (about  8 am), 
rise  gradually  during  the  daytime,  and  reach  their  highest  levels  during 
the  evening  hours  (from  8 to  11  pm).  Furthermore,  these  trends  seem 
to  be  similar  for  all  four  of  the  violent  crimes  as  shown  by  data  in 
Table  6 of  Appendix  B. 

2.  Geographic  Patterns  of  Crime 

The  distribution  of  crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia  is  analyzed  in  this 
section  in  terms  of  the  incidence  of  crime  in  the  following  types  of 
geographic  units:  police  districts,  wards,  and  census  tracts.  The  boundaries 
of  these  units  are  shown  in  Map  1.1.  In  most  cases,  census  tracts  can  be 
grouped  together  to  correspond  to  wards  and  to  a lesser  extent  to 
correspond  to  police  districts.  However,  although  many  wards  and  police 
districts  share  common  boundaries,  none  of  these  units  overlap  completely. 
Ward  1 is  subdivided  primarily  into  Police  Districts  3 and  4;  Ward  2 is  split 
among  Police  Districts  1,  2,  and  3;  and  Ward  6 is  divided  among  Police 
Districts  1,  5,  6,  and  7.  There  is  a close  correspondence  between  the 
following  wards  and  police  districts:  Ward  3 and  District  2,  Ward  4 and 
District  4,  Ward  5 and  District  5,  Ward  7 and  District  6,  and  Ward  8 and 
District  7. 

a.  Crime  in  Police  Districts 


The  District  of  Columbia  is  divided  into  seven  police  districts  that 
serve  as  the  administrative  centers  for  recording  information  on 
offenses,  responding  to  and  investigating  reports  of  crime,  and  arrest- 
ing suspects.  Consequently,  police  districts  constitute  one  of  the  basic 
geographic  units  for  which  information  on  reported  offenses  is  tabu- 
lated. The  availability  of  data  on  offenses  (and  arrests)  by  police 
districts  is  essential  for  planning  purposes  especially  in  terms  of  the 
deployment  of  police  forces  and  the  development  of  crime  prevention 
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1 1971  WARD  BOUNDARIES 
1970  CENSUS  TRACT  BOUNDARIES 

. 1976  POLICE  DISTRICT  BOUNDARIES 


WARDS  POLICE  DISTRICTS.  AND  CENSUS  TRACTS 
IN  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA 

SOURCES  : OFFICE  OF  PLANNING  AND  DEVELOPMENT,  STATISTICAL  SERVICES  DIVISION.  "DISTRICT 
OF  COLUMBIA  1970  CENSUS  TRACTS  AND  1971  WARDS,  " AUGUST  1978.  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  DEPARTMENT 
MANAGEMENT  PROGRAMS,  PLANNING,  AND  DEVELOPMENT  DIVISION,  "MAP  OF  THE  DISTRICT  OF  COLUMBIA  ’ 
OUTLINING  THE  GEOGRAPHICAL  BOUNDARIES  OF  THE  SEVEN  POLICE  DISTRICTS,  " MAY  1976 


PREPARED  BY : office  of  criminal  justice  plans  and  analysis 
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strategies.  An  important  step  in  utilizing  this  information  is  to 
identify  differences  among  the  police  districts  with  respect  to  the 
incidence  of  crime. 

Figure  1.8  shows  the  frequency  of  crime  in  the  city’s  seven  police 
districts  in  1979.  District  1 reported  the  highest  number  of  Crime 
Index  offenses,  property  crimes,  and  violent  crimes.  District  2 
reported  the  second  highest  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses  and 
property  crimes,  and  District  3 had  the  second  highest  number  of 
violent  crimes.  At  the  other  end  of  the  scale,  District  6 ranked  lowest 
in  Crime  Index  offenses  and  in  property  crimes,  and  District  2 ranked 
lowest  in  violent  crimes. 


Crime  Index  Total 


Pr°perty  Crime  Total 


Police  District 
Figure  1.8 


Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  by  Police  District 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  7 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 

Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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By  examining  the  data  in  Table  7 of  Appendix  B,  it  is  possible  to 
determine  which  crimes  account  for  the  rankings  of  police  districts 
described  above.  Police  District  1,  which  ranked  first  on  all  of  the 
totals,  had  noticeably  more  robberies,  larceny-thefts,  and  motor 
vehicle  thefts  than  any  of  the  other  districts.  Although  District  1 also 
ranked  first  in  burglaries,  the  difference  between  the  number  reported 
there  and  in  several  other  districts  was  not  great.  The  ranking  of 
District  2 as  second  highest  in  the  number  of  property  crimes  was  due 
mostly  to  the  number  of  larceny-thefts  reported  in  this  area.  District 
3 apparently  ranked  second  in  the  number  of  violent  crimes  because  it 
had  the  second  greatest  number  of  robberies  of  all  the  districts  and 
the  greatest  number  of  aggravated  assaults  and  murders  and  non- 
neligent  manslaughters.  Police  District  7,  which  did  not  rank  near  the 
top  on  any  of  the  crime  totals,  had  the  greatest  number  of  forcible 
rapes  and  arsons,  two  of  the  less  frequent  but  nonetheless  rather 
serious  crimes.  District  6,  which  ranked  lowest  on  property  crimes 
and  the  Crime  Index  total,  had  fewer  burglaries  and  larceny-thefts 
than  any  of  the  other  districts.  District  2 ranked  lowest  on  the  violent 
crime  total  because  it  had  the  least  number  of  offenses  reported  for 
all  four  of  the  violent  crimes.  It  also  had  fewer  arsons  than  any  other 
district. 

b.  Crime  in  Wards 


Eight  wards  have  been  delineated  to  serve  as  the  basic  political  units 
within  the  District  of  Columbia.  Positions  on  major  issues  are  often 
formulated  at  the  ward  level  by  local  politicians  who  strive  to  take 
into  account  the  needs  and  concerns  of  their  constituencies.  Since 
these  politicians  must  confront  numerous  issues  related  to  crime  and 
criminal  justice,  they  need  basic  information  about  the  amount  and 
type  of  crime  that  is  reported  in  each  of  the  wards. 

As  shown  in  Figure  1.9,  considerably  more  Crime  Index  offenses, 
property  crimes,  and  violent  crimes  were  reported  in  Ward  2 than  in 
any  other  ward  in  1979.  Specifically,  the  number  of  Crime  Index 
offenses  in  Ward  2,  which  equaled  17,802,  constituted  over  30  percent 
of  the  Crime  Index  offenses  in  the  District  of  Columbia.  The  ward 
with  the  next  highest  number  of  Crime  Index,  property,  and  violent 
offenses  was  Ward  1,  which  had  only  about  half  as  many  of  these 
crimes  as  Ward  2.  The  remaining  wards  had  between  4,000  and  7,000 
Crime  Index  offenses  with  the  fewest  reported  in  Ward  4.  However, 
the  lowest  number  of  property  crimes  was  reported  in  Ward  8 and  the 
lowest  number  of  violent  crimes  in  Ward  3. 

An  examination  of  the  crime  rates  presented  in  Table  8 of  Appendix  B 
reveals  that  the  wards  are  ranked  in  roughly  the  same  order  as  they 
are  when  the  crime  totals  are  considered.  Specifically,  the  Crime 
Index  rates  (i.e.,  the  number  of  offenses  per  1,000  residents)  ranged 
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Figure  1.9 

Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  by  Ward  in  the 
District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  8 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


from  a low  of  52.0  in  Ward  8 to  a high  of  217.1  in  Ward  2.  Similarly, 
property  crime  rates  varied  from  38.9  in  Ward  8 to  182.3  in  W7ard  2, 
and  violent  crime  rates  were  between  4.9  in  Ward  3 and  34.8  in  Ward 
2. 

The  high  rate  and  number  of  crimes  reported  in  Ward  2 may  be 
explained  in  part  by  the  activities  that  predominate  in  that  area.  As 
shown  by  the  description  of  the  land  use  patterns  in  section  A. 3 of  this 
chapter,  Ward  2 has  the  highest  percentage  of  land  devoted  to 
commercial  activities  and  the  lowest  to  residential  uses  of  any  of  the 
wards.  In  particular,  Ward  2 encompasses  the  downtown  business 
district,  major  federal  and  local  government  offices,  and  national 
museums  and  monuments.  The  concentration  of  these  activities  in 
Ward  2 may  offer  many  opportunities  for  crime  that  do  not  exist  in  the 
other  areas  of  the  city.  For  example,  not  only  do  stores  and  office 
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buildings  provide  potential  targets  for  such  crimes  as  larceny-theft, 
they  also  attract  workers  and  shoppers  who  may  be  attractive  targets 
for  robberies.  Also,  the  diversity  and  transiency  of  the  people 
occupying  the  area  on  a daily  basis  provides  criminals  with  the 
anonymity  necessary  for  successfully  perpetrating  certain  types  of 
crimes. 

It  is  important  to  note  that  the  risk  of  being  victimized  by  crime  in 
Ward  2 is  not  as  great  as  suggested  by  the  exceptionally  high  crime 
rates  that  were  calculated  for  this  area  of  the  city.  In  particular, 
although  Ward  2 has  roughly  the  same  number  of  residents  as  the  other 
wards,  it  is  likely  to  have  a much  larger  daytime  population  due  to  the 
influx  of  workers,  shoppers,  and  tourists.  If  the  number  of  people  in 
these  categories  were  known  and  were  used  in  the  calculations  of  the 
crime  rates,  Ward  2 would  evidence  fewer  crimes  per  person  than  it 
does  with  crime  rates  based  on  residents  alone. 

c.  Crime  in  Census  Tracts 


Unlike  police  districts  and  wards,  which  were  formed  as  administrative 
entities,  census  tracts  were  created  as  statistical  units.  Specifically, 
census  tracts  are  designed  to  encompass  small  areas  occupied  by  fairly 
homogeneous  populations.  As  such,  census  tracts  can  often  be  used  as 
close  approximations  to  neighborhoods  or  can  be  combined  into 
selected  groupings  that  represent  neighborhoods  or  other  areas  of 
special  interest.  The  purpose  of  designing  census  tracts  in  this  way 
was  to  create  a meaningful  unit  within  cities  for  which  extensive  data 
on  population  and  housing  could  be  tabulated.  Not  only  does  the 
Census  Bureau  compile  data  at  the  census  tracts  level,  but  numerous 
other  local  and  federal  government  agencies  do  so  as  well.  Conse- 
quently, the  tract  becomes  both  a meaningful  and  a useful  unit  for  the 
tabulation  of  reported  crimes.  This  data  can  be  used  in  conjunction 
with  other  available  information  to  generate  a profile  of  neighbor- 
hoods and  to  identify  the  factors  that  may  influence  crime  in  the 
neighborhood  context. 

An  extensive  discussion  of  the  patterns  of  crime  across  census  tracts 
in  1978  and  the  correlates  of  these  geographic  patterns  was  presented 
in  the  Crime  and  Justice  Profile:  The  Nation's  Capital.  Since  the 
analysis  and  maps  presented  in  that  report  pertain  to  a recent  year  and 
were  costly  to  produce,  they  will  not  be  constructed  using  data  for 
1979.  Instead,  the  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  during 
1979  in  each  of  the  150  tracts  in  the  District  of  Columbia  is  listed  in 
Table  9 of  Appendix  B,  and  a brief  description  of  the  distribution  of 
the  crimes  across  these  tracts  is  presented  below.  These  data  are 
provided  primarily  for  the  benefit  of  policy  makers  and  local  citizens 
interested  in  focusing  on  the  level  of  crime  in  small  areas  of  the  city. 


24 


In  order  to  provide  a description  of  the  distribution  of  crimes  among 
the  150  census  tracts,  the  numbers  of  reported  crimes  were  listed  in 
order  from  low  to  high  for  the  Crime  Index  total,  violent  crime  total, 
and  property  crime  total.  For  each  of  these  three  rank -ordered  lists, 
tracts  were  divided  into  four  equal  groups  to  form  quartiles.  Using 
these  procedures,  it  was  found  that  25  percent  of  the  tracts  had  less 
than  231.5  Crime  Index  offenses  and  25  percent  had  more  than  443 
reported.  Furthermore,  the  median  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses 
was  340  revealing  that  50  percent  of  the  tracts  had  less  than  340  of 
these  offenses  reported  and  50  percent  had  more.  The  tract  with  the 
fewest  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  (n=9)  was  63.2,  which  is  located 
in  a sector  south  of  P Street,  S.E.,  between  the  Washington  Channel 
and  Canal  Street,  and  contains  the  military  base  called  Fort  McNair. 
Tract  58.0  had  more  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  than  any  other 
tract  with  a total  of  3,235.  This  tract  comprises  most  of  the  city's 
commercial-business  core  and  is  bounded  by  the  Mall  on  the  south, 
New  York  and  Massachusetts  Avenues  on  the  north,  15th  Street  on  the 
west,  and  5th  and  6th  Streets,  N.W.,  on  the  east  (see  Map  1.1  for  the 
location  and  boundaries  of  each  tract). 

For  violent  crimes,  the  median  value  which  divided  the  tracts  into  two 
equal  groups  was  63.  Furthermore,  50  percent  of  the  tracts  fell  within 
the  interval  from  33  to  92  violent  crimes  with  the  lower  and  upper  25 
percent  of  the  tracts  falling  outside  these  values.  At  the  extremes, 
two  tracts  (63.2  and  73.1)  had  no  violent  crimes  reported.  Both  of 
these  tracts  contain  military  bases  so  that  violent  crimes  occurring 
there  would  be  reported  to  the  appropriate  military  authorities.  Tract 
58.0  had  the  most  violent  crimes  reported  with  a total  of  482,  which  is 
over  seven  times  greater  than  the  median  value  of  63. 

The  median  number  of  property  crimes  was  263,  with  25  percent  of  the 
tracts  having  property  crimes  between  186.5  and  263  and  another  25 
percent  falling  between  the  median  of  263  and  365.5.  The  tracts  with 
the  least  and  most  reported  property  crimes  were  63.2  and  58.0, 
respectively.  It  should  be  noted  that  the  number  of  property  crimes 
reported  in  the  downtown  district  encompassed  in  tract  58.0  (n=2,753) 
was  over  ten  times  greater  than  the  median  number  found  for  the 
tracts  as  a whole. 

d.  Crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  its  Suburbs 


As  designated  by  the  Bureau  of  the  Census,  the  District  of  Columbia 
and  its  surrounding  counties  and  independent  cities  constitute  the 
Washington  Standard  Metropolitan  Statistical  Area.  These  surrounding 
counties  and  cities  are  listed  with  the  District  of  Columbia  in  Table 
10,  Appendix  B.  In  addition,  Table  10  shows  the  population  estimates 
and  number  and  rate  per  100,000  population  of  reported  crimes  in 
these  jurisdictions.  Figure  1.10  summarizes  the  information  in  Table 
10  by  presenting  the  number  of  crimes  per  100,000  population  in  the 
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Total  Reported  Crime  Index,  Property  Crime,  and  Violent  Crime  Rates 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Maryland  Suburbs,  and  Virginia  Suburbs,  Calendar  Year  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  10 

SOURCES:  Population  estimates:  District  of  Columbia  - Office  of  Planning  and 

Development.  "1979  Provisional  Population  Estimates,"  May  1980.  Maryland  and 
Virginia  - State  Police,  Uniform  Crime  Reporting  Section,  Federal  Bureau  of 
Investigation  population  estimates,  unpublished.  Reported  Offenses:  District  of 
Columbia  - Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform 
Crime  Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980.  Charles  County,  Montgomery 
County,  Prince  George's  County,  Maryland  - State  Police,  "Maryland  Uniform 
Crime  Reporting,  1979  Preliminary  Annual  Release,"  February  1980.  All  other 
Maryland  jurisdictions  - Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  "Offenses  Known  to  the 
Police,  Washington,  D.C.  and  Surrounding  Suburban  Communities."  Virginia  juris- 
dictions - State  Police,  "Crime  in  Virginia,  1979,"  in  press. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


District  of  Columbia,  the  Maryland  suburbs,  and  the  Virginia  suburbs. 
Figure  1.10  shows  that  the  District  of  Columbia  ranks  higher  than  its 
Maryland  and  Virginia  suburbs  in  rates  for  Crime  Index  offenses, 
property  crimes,  and  violent  crimes.  Furthermore,  the  rate  of 
reported  violent  crimes  in  the  District  of  Columbia  is  three  times 
greater  than  the  rate  for  the  Maryland  suburbs  and  five  times  greater 
than  the  rate  for  the  Virginia  suburbs,  as  a whole.  When  the  crime 
rates  in  the  District  of  Columbia  are  compared  with  those  of  specific 
suburban  jurisdictions  (see  Table  10  of  Appendix  B),  it  is  apparent  that 
the  District’s  violent  crime  rate  is  higher  than  the  rates  in  any  of  the 
suburbs  and  its  Crime  Index  and  property  crime  rates  are  higher  than 
those  in  all  suburbs  except  Laurel,  Maryland  and  Alexandria,  Virginia. 
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Further  analysis  of  crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  its  suburbs  is 
presented  in  Table  1.2.  First,  this  table  shows  how  the  population  is 
distributed,  in  percents,  among  the  District  of  Columbia  and  its 
Maryland  and  Virginia  suburbs.  Maryland  has  the  highest  percentage 
of  the  population  (44.4  percent),  Virginia  the  next  highest  (34.1 
percent),  and  the  District  of  Columbia  the  lowest  (21.5  percent). 
Next,  Table  1.2  shows  how  reported  crime  totals  are  distributed.  In 
comparing  the  distributions  of  the  crime  totals  to  the  distributions  of 
the  populations,  the  percentages  for  the  Crime  Index  totals  and  the 
property  crime  totals  are  proportionate  to  the  population  distributions. 
However,  the  District  of  Columbia  has  a higher  percentage  of  the 
violent  crimes  (51.0  percent)  compared  to  its  percentage  of  the 
population  (21.5  percent)  in  the  metropolitan  area. 


Table  1.2 

Percentage  Distribution  of  Total  Population  and  Crime  Index, 
Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime  Offenses 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Maryland  Suburbs,  and  Virginia  Suburbs, 
Calendar  Year  1979 


Place 

Population 

Crime 

Index 

Total® 

Violent 

Crime 

Total 

Property 

Crime 

Total 

Washington,  D.C. 

21.5 

28.2 

51.0 

25.6 

Maryland 

44.4 

43.2 

35.8 

44.1 

Virginia 

34.1 

28.5 

13.2 

30.3 

TOTAL 

100.0 

99.9 

100.0 

100.0 

aArson  is  excluded  from  Crime  Index  total  and  Property  Crime  total  due  to  incomplete 
data  availability. 

SOURCE:  See  Table  10,  Appendix  B. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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e.  Crime  in  Twelve  American  Cities 


In  Figure  1.11  the  rates  of  reported  Crime  Index  offenses  are 
presented  for  Washington,  D.C.  and  eleven  other  cities  in  the  United 
States.  Nine  of  these  cities  were  chosen  because  of  their  similarity  to 
the  District  of  Columbia  in  population  size,  density,  percent  of 
population  on  welfare,  percent  of  housing  built  prior  to  1940,  the  rate 
of  increase  in  the  daytime  population,  and  the  proportion  of  the  total 
metropolitan  population  residing  in  the  central  city.  Furthermore,  like 
the  District  of  Columbia,  these  nine- cities  had  experienced  declines  in 
population  size  between  1960  and  1975.  These  cities  are  Baltimore, 
Boston,  Cleveland,  Denver,  Milwaukee,  New  Orleans,  Seattle,  San 
Francisco,  and  St.  Louis.  Two  additional  cities,  Minneapolis  and 
Oakland,  were  included  in  the  figure  in  order  to  make  the  analyses  for 
1979  comparable  to  those  presented  for  1977  and  1978  in  the  Crime 
and  Justice  Profile:  The  Nation’s  Capital.  They  were  used  in  that 
report  because  of  the  availability  of  data  on  public  attitudes,  which 
were  analyzed  for  a select  group  of  cities.  These  two  cities  are 
smaller  in  population  size  than  the  other  ten  cities  examined  (for 
population  size  estimates  see  Appendix  B,  Table  11). 
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REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  11 

SOURCE:  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation,  Uniform  Crime  Reports,  1979  Preliminary 
Annual  Release,  1980  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  State  Population  Division. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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The  Crime  Index  rates  for  each  of  the  twelve  selected  American  cities 
are  shown  in  the  bar  graph  presented  in  Figure  1.11  with  each  bar 
subdivided  into  portions  representing  the  violent  crime  rate  and 
property  crime  rate.  To  assist  in  the  comparison  of  these  rates  among 
the  twelve  cities,  they  were  rank -ordered  from  high  (rank  = 1)  to  low 
(rank  = 12).  The  highest  Crime  Index  rate  was  observed  in  Oakland  and 
the  next  highest  in  Boston.  Oakland  was  also  first  in  the  rank -ordering 
of  the  cities  for  property  crime  rates.  However,  Denver  was  second 
for  this  type  of  crime.  For  violent  crime  rates,  St.  Louis  ranked  first 
and  Baltimore  second.  Of  the  twelve  cities,  the  one  with  the  lowest 
Crime  Index,  violent  crime,  and  property  crime  rates  was  Milwaukee. 
The  next  lowest  Crime  Index  and  property  crime  rates  were  evidenced 
by  Washington,  D.C.  and  the  next  lowest  violent  crime  rate  by  Seattle. 
The  District  of  Columbia  occupied  a moderately  low  position  on  the 
ranking  of  the  cities’  violent  crime  rates  with  a rank  of  eight. 

3.  Special  Characteristics  of  Crime 


a.  Type  of  Premise 

Knowledge  about  the  type  of  premise  at  which  certain  crimes  most 
frequently  occur  may  be  useful  for  the  development  of  reasonable 
crime  prevention  strategies  to  be  implemented  by  the  police  and  the 
community.  Such  information  may  prove  particularly  beneficial  in 
raising  the  public’s  awareness  of  where  the  risks  of  being  a victim  of 
crime  are  the  greatest  and  whether  these  risks  may  be  reduced 
through  the  conscious  efforts  of  the  individual,  the  activities  of  local 
businessmen,  or  the  programs  of  government  agencies.  Since  larceny- 
theft,  robbery,  and  burglary  constitute  the  three  most  frequent  Crime 
Index  offenses,  attention  will  be  focused  on  the  types  of  premises 
where  these  three  crimes  occur.  In  distinguishing  among  these  three 
crimes,  it  should  be  recalled  that  robberies  involve  a theft  directly 
from  an  individual  through  the  use  of  force  or  the  threat  of  it; 
burglary  entails  unlawfully  entering  a structure  in  order  to  commit  a 
theft  or  a felony;  and  larceny-theft  occurs  when  another's  property  is 
taken  without  the  use  of  force  or  violence  (see  Appendix  A for  the 
definitions  used  by  the  FBI). 

As  shown  in  Figure  1.12,  the  vast  majority  (61.2  percent)  of  robberies 
occurred  in  public  spaces  such  as  streets  and  parks,  the  majority  (59.0 
percent)  of  burglaries  were  from  places  of  residence,  and  about  half 
(49.6  percent)  of  all  larceny -thefts  were  from  automobiles  or  trucks. 
Commercial  establishments  constituted  the  next  most  common  target 
for  all  three  crimes  with  14.9  percent  of  the  robberies,  23.5  percent  of 
the  burglaries,  and  22.7  percent  of  the  larceny-thefts  occurring  in  such 
places.  Although  most  burglaries  were  from  private  residences,  only 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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5.7  percent  of  the  robberies  and  3.0  percent  of  the  larceny-thefts 
occurred  there.  Similarly,  proportionately  more  burglaries  (5.3  per- 
cent) occurred  in  schools  than  did  either  larceny-thefts  (2.7  percent) 
or  robberies  (1.8  percent).  Less  than  two  percent  of  any  of  these 
crimes  were  perpetrated  in  the  public  transportation  system.  Crimes 
reported  at  other  types  of  locations  (e.g.,  construction  sites,  public 
buildings,  etc.)  were  combined  into  a residual  category  labeled  as 
"other." 


Since  commercial  establishments,  which  were  the  second  most  fre- 
quent location  for  each  of  the  three  crimes  under  consideration, 
encompass  a diversity  of  businesses,  several  major  types  of  commer- 
cial establishments  were  selected  for  a more  detailed  examination  of 
their  crime  rates.  In  particular,  ten  major  types  of  businesses  were 
chosen,  and  the  crime  rates  were  calculated  by  dividing  the  number  of 
crimes  reported  at  that  type  of  establishment  by  the  estimated 
number  of  establishments  in  that  category  and  multiplying  this  quo- 
tient by  100.  The  resulting  crime  rates  can  be  used  to  represent  the 
risk  to  particular  types  of  establishments  of  being  targets  of  crime. 

According  to  data  presented  in  Figure  1.13  and  Table  12  of  Appendix 
B,  grocery  stores  had  the  highest  risk  of  being  the  site  of  robberies, 
hotels  the  second  highest,  and  gas  stations  third.  In  contrast,  the  risk 
of  robbery  was  lower  in  liquor  stores  than  in  any  of  the  other  nine 
premises.  Hotels,  rooming  houses,  and  general  merchandise  stores 
ranked  first,  second,  and  third,  respectively,  in  rates  of  burglary.  Of 
the  ten  types  of  establishments,  banks  had  the  lowest  burglary  rates 
and  liquor  stores  the  next  lowest.  The  larceny-theft  rate  for  general 
merchandise  stores  was  over  five  times  greater  than  the  next  highest 
rate  which  was  for  hotels.  The  third  highest  rate  of  larceny-theft  was 
evidenced  by  grocery  stores,  and  the  lowest  rate  occurred  for  liquor 
stores. 

b.  Type  of  Property  Stolen 

In  conjunction  with  the  information  on  the  type  of  premise  at  which 
crimes  are  likely  to  occur,  it  is  important  to  examine  the  type  of 
property  that  is  taken  in  the  three  crimes  involving  the  theft  of  items 
other  than  automobiles  (i.e.,  robbery,  burglary,  larceny-theft).  The 
data  on  the  type  of  item  stolen  listed  in  Table  13  of  Appendix  B 
represents  the  items  that  are  classified  by  the  police  as  the  most 
valuable  or  the  most  important  (e.g»,  a weapon)  one  taken  during  the 
commission  of  a particular  crime.  Thus,  only  one  item  is  tabulated  for 
each  reported  offense. 


Commercial  establishments  refer  to  premises  where  goods  or  services  are 
created,  bought,  or  sold  generally  for  public  consumption  (e.g.,  retail  and 
wholesale  businesses,  professional  and  business  offices,  entertainment  and 
recreational  establishments,  lodging  places,  financial  institutions,  and 
manufacturing  plants).  Public  (i.e.,  government)  buildings  are  not  included. 
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Figure  1.13 

Total  Robbery,  Burglary,  and  Larceny-Theft  Rates 
per  100  Commercial  Establishments  by  Type  of  Premise 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  13 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished 

data.  U.S.  Bureau  of  the  Census,  County  Business  Patterns, 
1977. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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In  63.4  percent  of  all  robberies  checks,  money  orders,  or  coins  were 
the  most  valuable  or  important  items  that  were  taken.  The  next  most 
frequently  listed  single  item  was  jewelry  with  only  7.7  percent  of  the 
robberies  having  this  as  the  most  valuable  article  stolen.  For 
burglaries  the  two  highest  categories  that  contained  items  in  a 
particular  genre  were  radios,  televisions,  and  stereos  which  were  listed 
in  24.9  percent  of  the  burglaries  and  checks,  money  orders,  and  coins 
which  were  listed  in  12.6  percent.  The  two  items  listed  most  often  as 
the  most  valuable  or  important  object  taken  during  a larceny-theft 
were  automobile  accessories  (19.7  percent)  and  checks,  money  orders, 
and  coins  (17.9  percent).  A residual  category  labeled  "other”  contains 
a diversity  of  items  found  in  homes,  office  buildings,  and  businesses 
(e.g.,  books,  pets,  credit  cards,  sporting  goods,  junk,  etc.).  This 
category  constituted  14.4  percent  of  the  items  listed  for  robberies, 
31.8  percent  of  those  for  burglaries,  and  15.4  percent  of  those  for 
larceny-thefts.  Since  the  police  department  developed  the  categories 
referring  to  specific  items  to  represent  the  most  commonly  stolen 
items  of  value,  it  is  expected  that  no  particular  object  constitutes  a 
major  portion  of  the  "other”  category. 

c.  Property  Loss  and  Recovery 

The  value  of  property  stolen  and  recovered  for  reported  Crime  Index 
offenses  in  1979  is  exhibited  in  Table  14,  Appendix  B.  The  value  of 
property  stolen  totaled  $16,770,973.  The  value  of  the  property 
recovered  equaled  19.1  percent  of  the  amount  stolen,  resulting  in  a net 
loss  of  $13,568,247.  Property  stolen  during  the  commission  of 
property  crimes  comprised  93  percent  of  the  value  of  all  property 
stolen.  Of  all  the  Crime  Index  offenses,  burglary  and  motor  vehicle 
theft  ranked  first  and  second,  respectively,  in  the  value  of  the 
property  stolen.  However,  there  was  a much  higher  recovery  rate  for 
motor  vehicles  stolen  than  for  property  taken  during  burglaries.  The 
value  of  the  motor  vehicles  recovered  in  1979  was  47.8  percent  of  the 
value  of  those  stolen  whereas  goods  equaling  only  5.8  percent  of  the 
value  of  those  taken  in  burglaries  were  recovered  in  1979. 

d.  Type  of  Weapon 

The  types  of  weapons  used  in  the  commission  of  violent  crimes  in  the 
District  of  Columbia  are  shown  in  Figure  1.14.  Bodily  force  or  an 
unknown  weapon  were  used  most  frequently  in  the  commission  of 
violent  crimes.  Accounting  for  36.7  percent  of  the  weapons  used  in 
violent  crimes,  the  category  of  bodily  force  or  weapon  unknown  is 
composed  primarily  of  bodily  force  through  the  use  of  hands,  fists, 
feet,  and  teeth.  In  1979  handguns  accounted  for  32.7  percent  of  the 
weapons  used  in  violent  crimes;  rifles  and  other  guns  accounted  for  an 
additional  3.7  percent.  Knives  or  other  cutting  instruments  were  used 
in  13.6  percent  of  all  violent  crimes. 
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Figure  1.14 

Percentage  Distribution  of  Reported  Violent  Crimes  by  Type  of  Weapon 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year,  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  14 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Property  Attacked,  Method,  Weapon,  Property  Stolen," 
February  19,  1980}  and  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  15  of  Appendix  B shows  the  weapons  used  in  the  commission  of 
each  of  the  violent  crimes.  Forty-three  percent  of  the  murders  and 
non-negligent  manslaughters  involved  the  use  of  handguns,  25.0  per- 
cent involved  knives  or  cutting  instruments,  and  20.0  percent  involved 
bodily  force  or  an  unknown  weapon.  Bodily  force  or  unknown  weapons 
constituted  58.7  percent  of  the  weapons  used  in  committing  forcible 
rape,  knives  or  cutting  instruments  another  20.4  percent,  and  handguns 
13.8  percent.  In  the  commission  of  robbery,  47.8  percent  of  the 
weapons  were  bodily  force  or  unknown  weapons,  36.4  percent  were 
handguns,  and  only  6.4  percent  were  knives  or  other  cutting  instru- 
ments. Other  objects,  a category  that  includes  a variety  of  physical 
objects  (e.g.,  water  glasses,  ashtrays,  etc.),  were  used  in  30.7  percent 
of  the  aggravated  assaults.  An  additional  28.6  percent  of  the 
aggravated  assaults  involved  the  use  of  knives  or  other  cutting 
instruments,  and  26.1  percent  involved  the  use  of  handguns. 
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e.  Assaults  on  Police  Officers 


Table  1.3  exhibits  the  number  of  assaults  perpetrated  against  police 
officers,  the  type  of  weapon  used,  and  the  number  and  percent  of 
assaults  involving  injury  to  the  officer.  With  the  category  of  "unknown 
weapon"  excluded,  male  and  female  officers  were  most  likely  to  be 
assaulted  and  injured  with  bodily  weapons,  such  as  hands,  teeth,  and 
feet.  Approximately  one-third  of  the  assaults  and  one-quarter  of  the 
injuries  resulted  from  "other"  types  of  weapons  (e.g.,  sticks,  bricks, 
iron  pipes,  etc.).  Assaults  with  firearms  comprised  10.1  percent  of  the 
total  number  of  assaults.  However,  the  percentage  of  assaults  with 
firearms  that  resulted  in  injury  (22.2  percent)  was  less  than  the 
percentage  resulting  in  injury  when  either  bodily  weapons  (65.0  per- 
cent) or  other  types  of  weapons  (43.1  percent)  were  used.  It  was  not 
possible  to  determine  whether  the  severity  of  these  injuries  varied 
according  to  the  type  of  weapon  used  since  the  aggregated  data 
available  from  the  police  department  did  not  contain  such  information. 


Table  1.3 

Number  and  Percentage  of  Injuries  of  Total  Reported  Assaults  on  Police  Officers 
by  Sex  of  Officer  and  Type  of  Weapona 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


Type  of  Weapon 

Male 

Female 

Total 

Assaults 

Injury 

Total 

Assaults 

Injury 

n 

96 

n 

% 

Firearm 

18 

4 

22.2 

0 

0 

0.0 

Sharp  Instrument 

4 

0 

0.0 

0 

0 

0.0 

Hands,  Fist,  etc. 

103 

67 

65.0 

8 

5 

62.5 

Other 

51 

22 

43.1 

0 

0 

0.0 

Unknown 

3 

3 

100.0 

0 

0 

0.0 

TOTAL 

179 

96 

53.6 

8 

5 

62.5 

aThe  following  classification  was  used:  Firearm  - .32,  .38,  or  .45  caliber  pistol,  rifle, 
air  rifle,  and  revolver;  Knife  or  Cutting  Instrument  - knives,  razors;  Hands,  Fist, 
etc.  - hands,  fist,  teeth,  and  kicked;  and  Other  - stick,  pen,  gasgun,  bottle,  brick, 
iron  pipe,  dish,  and  category  listed  as  "Other." 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Assaults  on  Police  Officers,"  February 
19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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f.  Crime  Index  and  Part  II  Offenses 


In  Figure  1.15  the  volume  of  Part  II  crimes  is  shown  relative  to  Crime 
Index  offenses,  which  include  all  Part  I offenses  except  manslaughter 
by  negligence.  The  most  frequently  reported  crime  was  larceny-theft 
which  equaled  38.2  percent  of  all  reported  offenses.  Part  II  crimes,  as 
a whole,  comprised  the  next  largest  portion  with  24.9  percent  of  the 
total.  Examination  of  Table  16  in  Appendix  B reveals  that  vandalism 
was  the  most  frequent  Part  II  crime  reported  and  violation  of  drug 
laws  the  next  most  frequent.  These  two  crimes  constituted  6.2  and  4.6 
percents,  respectively,  of  all  Crime  Index  and  Part  II  offenses  reported. 


Figure  1.15 


Percentage  Distribution  of  Reported  Crime  Index  and  Part  II 
Offenses  by  Type  of  Offense  in  the  District  of  Columbia, 

Calendar  Year  1979 

NOTE:  Other  includes  Murder  and  Non-Negligent  Manslaughter  (0.29:0,  Forcible  Rape 
(0.6%),  and  Arson  (0.4%), 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  2 and  16 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime 
Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY i Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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D.  PROFILE  OF  ARRESTS  AND  ARRESTEES 
1.  Annual  Trends  in  Arrests 
a.  Trends  in  Total  Arrests 


The  annual  trends  in  total,  adult,  and  juvenile  arrests  for  Crime  Index 
offenses  are  shown  for  1971  to  1979  in  Figure  1.16  which  was  derived 
from  data  appearing  in  Tables  17,  19,  and  21  of  Appendix  B.  For  the 
period  from  1971  to  1979,  the  total  number  of  arrests  rose  in  1972, 
declined  in  1973,  peaked  in  1974,  declined  to  the  lowest  levels  of  the 
decade  in  1977  and  1978,  and  increased  in  1979.  These  trends  are 


Total  Arrests,  Juvenile  Arrests,  and  Adult  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  17,  19,  and  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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almost  completely  accounted  for  by  annual  variations  in  arrests  of 
adults  from  1971  to  1979.  In  contrast,  arrests  of  juveniles  for  Crime 
Index  offenses  have  remained  relatively  stable  since  1971,  fluctuating 
in  a narrow  range  between  a high  of  3,997  reached  in  1975  and  a low  of 
3,259  achieved  in  1979. 

Data  appearing  in  Table  17  of  Appendix  B indicate  that  in  1979  there 
were  11,932  arrests  for  all  Crime  Index  offenses  including  70  arrests 
for  arson.  When  arrests  for  arson  are  removed  from  the  1979  data  to 
make  it  comparable  to  the  data  on  Crime  Index  arrests  for  other 
years,  the  degree  of  increase  in  the  arrests  in  1979  relative  to  those  in 
the  previous  year  equals  10.9  percent.  This  increase  results  from  an 
8.7  percent  increase  for  violent  crime  arrests  and  a 12.0  percent 
increase  for  property  crime  arrests.  Analysis  of  the  period  from  1975 
to  1979  reveals  a 14.5  percent  decrease  in  arrests  for  Crime  Index 
offenses.  This  decline  in  the  number  of  arrests  can  be  accounted  for 
by  a 30.9  percent  decrease  in  arrests  for  violent  crime  and  a 3.3 
percent  decrease  for  property  crime  arrests.  The  decline  in  Crime 
Index  arrests  over  the  last  five  years  was  due  to  a reduction  from  1975 
to  1977  when  the  number  of  these  arrests  decreased  from  13,875  in 
1975  to  10,693  in  1977  representing  a 22.9  percent  decrease. 

b.  Trends  in  Juvenile  Arrests 


Arrests  of  juveniles  for  Crime  Index  offenses  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  remained  relatively  stable  from  1971  to  1974,  reached  a high 
point  in  1975,  and  fluctuated  yearly  thereafter.  These  trends  are 
illustrated  graphically  in  Figure  1.17  which  is  based  on  data  presented 
in  Table  19  of  Appendix  B.  As  shown  in  the  figure,  annual  variations  in 
arrests  of  juveniles  for  Crime  Index  offenses  are  largely  a function  of 
arrests  for  property  crimes  especially  in  the  last  three  years.  Patterns 
of  juvenile  arrests  for  property  crimes  differed  from  those  for  violent 
crimes  from  1974  to  1975  when  arrests  for  property  crimes  declined 
while  those  for  violent  crimes  rose  and  after  1977  when  arrests  of 
juveniles  for  property  crimes  increased  and  then  declined  while  those 
for  violent  crimes  declined  continuously.  It  should  be  noted  that  in 
1979  arrests  of  juveniles  for  violent  crimes  were  at  the  lowest  level  of 
the  nine-year  period  and  arrests  for  property  crimes  were  only  five 
arrests  higher  than  the  lowest  point  reached  in  1976. 

The  annual  rates  of  change  as  well  as  the  percentage  differences  in 
juvenile  arrests  in  1979  relative  to  those  in  both  1971  and  1975  are 
presented  in  Table  20  of  Appendix  B.  The  decline  in  juvenile  arrests 
for  the  Crime  Index  total  in  1979  relative  to  1978  (-8.7  percent) 
resulted  from  declines  in  arrests  for  every  crime  except  motor  vehicle 
theft  for  which  arrests  rose  slightly.  Over  the  five-year  period  from 
1975  to  1979  a decline  of  18.5  percent  was  evidenced  for  arrests  for 
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Figure  1.1 7 

Total  Juvenile  Arrests  for  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  19 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Crime  Index  offenses  as  a whole.  This  decrease  was  largely  a function 
of  sizeable  reductions  in  arrests  for  robbery  (-45.2  percent)  and 
burglary  (-32.8  percent)  offset  by  increases  in  juvenile  arrests  for 
larceny-theft  (+4.4  percent)  and  motor  vehicle  theft  (+53.6  percent). 
The  decline  in  juvenile  arrests  for  murder  and  non-negligent  man- 
slaughter (-42.3  percent)  and  forcible  rape  (-23.5  percent)  contributed 
to  a lesser  degree  to  the  overall  five-year  change  in  arrests  because  of 
the  relatively  small  numbers  of  arrests  for  these  offenses. 

As  shown  in  Figure  1.18,  juvenile  arrests  for  violent  crimes  reached 
the  highest  levels  of  the  decade  in  1975  and  1976  with  1,371  and  1,340 
arrests,  respectively.  Juvenile  arrests  in  these  two  years  appear  to  be 
a temporary  interruption  of  a general  downward  trend  that  occurred 
over  the  nine-year  period  and  culminated  in  a low  of  863  arrests  for 
violent  crimes  in  1979.  This  downward  trend  is  also  demonstrated  by 
the  annual  rates  of  change  shown  in  Table  20  of  Appendix  B. 
Specifically,  there  was  a decline  in  the  number  of  juveniles  arrested 
for  violent  crimes  in  every  yearly  interval  except  from  1974  to  1975 
when  an  increase  of  39.3  percent  occurred.  As  a result  of  these  long- 
term declines,  arrests  of  juveniles  for  violent  crimes  in  1979  were  28.6 
percent  lower  than  those  in  1971  and  37.1  percent  lower  than  those  in 
1975. 
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Figure  1.18 

Total  Juvenile  Arrests  for  Violent  Crime  and  Type  of  Violent  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  19 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Arrests  of  juveniles  for  violent  offenses  declined  by  only  5.8  percent 
from  1978  to  1979.  This  decline  is  accounted  for  by  the  relatively 
small  changes  in  the  number  of  arrests  for  the  various  types  of  violent 
crimes  in  that  one-year  interval.  In  particular,  from  1978  to  1979 
arrests  for  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter  and  those  for 
forcible  rape  declined  by  one,  arrests  for  robbery  remained  constant, 
and  arrests  for  aggravated  assault  declined  by  51  (see  Appendix  B, 
Table  19). 

Figure  1.19  reveals  that  juvenile  arrests  for  property  crimes  remained 
fairly  stable  from  1971  to  1975,  declined  to  a low  point  in  1977,  rose  in 
1978,  and  declined  again  in  1979.  The  periodic  reversals  in  the 
direction  of  annual  changes  in  juvenile  arrests  for  property  crimes  are 
illustrated  by  data  shown  in  Table  20  of  Appendix  B.  However,  the 
long-term  trends  have  been  slightly  downward  as  evidenced  by  a 
decline  of  5.7  percent  between  1971  and  1979  and  a decline  of  8.8 
percent  over  the  five  years  from  1975  to  1979. 

Juvenile  arrests  for  property  crime  were  9.7  percent  lower  in  1979 
than  in  1978  as  a result  of  fewer  arrests  for  both  burglary  and  larceny- 
theft.  In  particular,  the  decline  resulted  from  a 14.4  percent  decrease 
in  arrests  for  burglary,  a 10.4  percent  decrease  for  larceny-theft,  and 
a 4.9  percent  rise  for  motor  vehicle  theft. 
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Total  Juvenile  Arrests  for  Property  Crime  and  Type  of  Property  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 


NOTE:  Arson  is  not  included  in  the  calculations  for  Property  Crime  Total  since 
it  was  classified  as  a Crime  Index  offense  in  1979  but  not  in  previous  years. 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  19 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


c.  Trends  in  Adult  Arrests 


Annual  trends  in  arrests  of  adults  for  Crime  Index  offenses,  property 
crime,  and  violent  crime  are  depicted  in  Figure  1.20  for  1971  to  1979. 
At  the  beginning  of  this  nine-year  period,  arrests  for  property  crime 
and  for  violent  crime  were  nearly  equal,  but  they  began  to  diverge  in 
1974  when  arrests  for  property  crimes  rose  rapidly.  This  rise  also 
contributed  to  the  peak  in  adult  arrests  for  Crime  Index  offenses  as  a 
whole  that  was  evidenced  in  1974.  After  1974  arrests  for  both 
property  and  violent  crimes  declined  at  roughly  the  same  rates  until 
reaching  a low  in  1977  for  property  crime  and  in  1978  for  violent 
crime.  Arrests  for  both  types  of  crime  rose  in  1979  so  that  arrests  for 
the  resulting  Crime  Index  total  were  20.7  percent  higher  in  1979  than 
in  1978.  As  shown  in  Table  22  of  Appendix  B,  this  increase  was  due  to 
a rise  in  arrests  of  adults  for  every  Crime  Index  offense  in  1979. 
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Year 

Figure  1.20 

Total  Adult  Arrests  for  Crime  Index,  Violent  Crime,  and  Property  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


According  to  Figure  1.21,  arrests  of  adults  for  violent  crimes  evi- 
denced a strong  downward  trend  during  most  of  the  decade  of  the 
seventies.  The  first  increase  in  the  last  five  years  occurred  in  1979 
when  adult  arrests  for  violent  offenses  increased  13.7  percent  over 
those  in  the  previous  year.  Yearly  patterns  in  arrests  for  aggravated 
assault  and  robbery  accounted  for  most  of  the  trends  during  the 
decade  for  violent  crime  arrests,  since  arrests  for  these  two  crimes 
were  considerably  more  numerous  than  for  the  other  two  violent 
crimes.  However,  as  shown  in  Table  22  of  Appendix  B,  arrests  for 
murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter  and  for  forcible  rape  evi- 
denced overall  declines  equaling  25.5  and  22.4  percent,  respectively, 
from  1971  to  1979,  thus  paralleling  the  downward  trends  evidenced  for 
aggravated  assault  and  robbery. 
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Figure  1.21 

Total  Adult  Arrests  for  Violent  Crime  and  Type  of  Violent  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE: Appendix  B,  Table  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Adult  arrests  for  property  offenses,  shown  in  Figure  1.22,  fluctuated 
between  1971  and  1979  rather  than  evidencing  a pervasive  downward 
trend  as  was  found  for  arrests  for  violent  crimes.  After  varying  from 
year  to  year  at  the  onset  of  the  period,  arrests  for  property  offenses 
peaked  in  1974  with  5,917  arrests  tallied  for  that  year.  Since  1974, 
there  was  a steady  decline  in  property  crime  arrests  until  1977  when 
the  trend  took  an  upward  turn  that  continued  through  1979.  Adult 
arrests  for  property  offenses  increased  24.8  percent  in  1979  over  those 
in  the  previous  year  due  to  increases  in  arrests  for  burglary  (39.1 
percent),  larceny-theft  (18.8  percent),  and  motor  vehicle  theft  (29.7 
percent). 
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Figure  1.22 

Total  Adult  Arrests  for  Property  Crime  and  Type  of  Property  Crime 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


2.  Patterns  of  Juvenile  and  Adult  Arrests  by  Type  of  Offense 

There  was  a total  of  11,932  arrests  for  Crime  Index  offenses  in  the  District 
of  Columbia  in  1979.  Adults  accounted  for  72.5  percent  and  juveniles  27.5 
percent  of  these  arrests.  Figure  1.23  is  a display  of  the  percentage  of 
adult  and  juvenile  arrests  by  type  of  offense  and  is  based  on  data  presented 
in  Tables  19  and  21  of  Appendix  B. 

A comparison  of  adult  and  juvenile  arrest  patterns  shows  that  in  both 
categories  more  persons  were  arrested  for  larceny-theft  than  for  any  other 
Crime  Index  offense.  Adult  arrests  for  larceny-theft  accounted  for  28.3 
percent  of  all  Crime  Index  arrests  and  39.0  percent  of  those  for  adults 
only.  Juvenile  arrests  followed  a similar  pattern  in  that  arrests  of 
juveniles  for  larceny-theft  accounted  for  9.5  percent  of  all  arrests  for 
Crime  Index  offenses  and  34.5  percent  of  those  for  juveniles.  The  next 
highest  categories  of  arrests  for  adults  were  aggravated  assault  and 
burglary  which  comprised  12.3  and  11.5  percents,  respectively,  of  all 
arrests  for  Crime  Index  offenses.  Adults  were  more  likely  to  be  arrested 
for  aggravated  assault  than  juveniles  whose  arrests  for  this  offense 
accounted  for  less  than  two  percent  of  the  Crime  Index  arrests. 
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Murder  and 
Non-Negligent 
Manslaughter 

Forcible  Rape 

Robbery 

Aggravated 

Assault 

Burglary 

Larceny-Theft 

Motor  Vehicle 
Theft 

Arson 


After  larceny-theft,  burglary  was  the  second  largest  category  of  arrests 
for  juveniles  with  7.2  percent  of  the  total  arrests,  and  robbery  was  next 
with  5.0  percent  of  all  arrests.  Arrests  of  adults  for  motor  vehicle  theft, 
forcible  rape,  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  and  arson  accounted 
for  about  ten  percent  of  all  arrests  for  Crime  Index  offenses,  and  arrests  of 
juveniles  for  these  four  offenses  accounted  for  less  than  four  percent. 


Percentage  of  Total  Adult  and  Juvenile  Arrests  by  Type  of  Crime  Index  Offense 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  19  and  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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JUVENILES 


Figurel.24 

Percentage  Distributions  of  Juvenile  and  Adult  Arrests  for  Crime 
Index  and  Part  n Offenses  by  Type  of  Offense 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

NOTE:  Other  includes  Murder  and  Non-Negligent  Manslaughter, 

Forcible  Rape,  and  Arson. 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  16,  19  and  21 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 

A comparison  of  arrests  for  Crime  Index  and  Part  II  offenses  may  be  made 
by  examining  Figure  1.24.  According  to  data  presented  in  Table  16  of 
Appendix  B there  were  27,454  arrests  for  Part  n offenses  in  1979  with  95.1 
percent  of  these  being  arrests  of  adults  and  4.9  percent  being  arrests  of 
juveniles.  As  a result  of  the  large  number  of  adults  arrested  for  Part  II 
crimes,  75.1  percent  of  all  adult  arrests  fell  in  this  category.  In  contrast, 
only  29.2  percent  of  all  juvenile  arrests  were  for  Part  II  offenses. 

In  examining  the  pie  charts  presented  in  Figure  1.24,  it  is  important  to 
remember  that  more  adults  are  arrested  than  juveniles  for  each  of  the 
crimes  listed.  Thus,  the  charts  may  be  used  only  to  compare  the  relative 
distributions  of  juvenile  and  adult  arrests  across  the  selected  crime 
categories.  As  a result  of  the  pronounced  difference  between  juveniles  and 
adults  in  the  proportion  of  arrests  that  were  for  Part  II  crimes,  the 
percentages  of  juvenile  and  adult  arrests  in  each  of  the  Crime  Index 
categories  differed  markedly.  In  particular,  24.4  percent  of  the  arrests  of 
juveniles  were  for  larceny-theft,  18.5  percent  for  burglary,  and  13.0 
percent  for  robbery.  The  corresponding  percentages  for  adults  were  9.7, 
4.0,  and  3.5,  respectively.  Thus,  arrests  for  these  three  crimes  constituted 
55.9  percent  of  all  juvenile  arrests  but  only  17.2  percent  of  adult  arrests. 
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3.  Geographic  Distribution  of  Juvenile  and  Adult  Arrests 


The  geographic  distribution  of  arrests  of  juveniles  and  adults  is  represented 
in  Tables  23  and  24  of  Appendix  B by  the  police  district  of  the  arresting 
officer.  Arrests  of  nonwhites  greatly  outnumbered  arrests  of  whites,  and 
the  location  of  arrests  tended  to  differ  according  to  the  race  of  the 
arrestee.  In  particular,  whites  were  more  likely  to  be  arrested  by  officer 
from  District  2 than  by  those  from  other  districts.  In  contrast,  the  largest 
numbers  of  nonwhite  juveniles  and  adults  were  arrested  by  officers  from 
Police  District  1 for  Crime  Index  and  property  offenses  and  by  those  from 
District  7 for  violent  crimes. 

4.  Demographic  Characteristics  of  Juvenile  and  Adult  Arrestees 


a.  Age  and  Sex 


In  1979,  there  were  an  estimated  296,300  males  in  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  363,900  females  so  that  males  comprised  approximately 
45  percent  of  the  total  population  and  females  over  55  percent  (see 
Appendix  B,  Table  1).  In  contrast,  males  equaled  87.9  percent  of  all 
arrestees  in  1979  whereas  females  equaled  only  12.1  percent  (see 
Appendix  B,  Table  25).  Further  comparisons  can  be  made  between  the 
population  of  the  District  and  persons  arrested  for  Crime  Index 
offenses  there  by  examining  Figure  1.25.  In  particular,  the  population 
pyramid  representing  the  age  and  sex  structure  of  all  arrestees  is 
superimposed  over  the  population  pyramid  for  the  residents  of  the 
District. 

As  shown  in  Figure  1.25,  more  males  were  arrested  between  the  ages 
of  15  and  19  than  in  any  other  age  interval.  Comprising  little  more 
than  four  percent  of  the  total  population,  15  to  19  year  old  males 
accounted  for  28.6  percent  of  all  arrests  for  Crime  Index  offenses. 
The  next  highest  proportion  of  arrests  for  males  occurred  in  the  20  to 
24  age  bracket.  In  this  category,  males  comprised  4.1  percent  of  the 
total  population  while  accounting  for  20.1  percent  of  all  arrestees. 

In  contrast  to  male  arrestees,  females  arrested  for  Crime  Index 
offenses  were  underrepresented  in  each  age  category  relative  to  their 
proportion  in  the  population  as  a whole.  For  example,  females  in  the 
age  category  containing  the  greatest  number  of  female  arrestees  (i.e., 
20  to  24  years)  constituted  only  2.8  percent  of  all  arrestees,  but 
female  residents  in  that  age  group  equaled  5.6  percent  of  the  total 
population.  Similarly,  female  arrestees  aged  25  to  29  comprised  2.7 
percent  of  all  arrestees  whereas  female  residents  of  the  District  in 
that  age  category  constituted  4.9  percent  of  all  residents.  Another 
difference  between  male  and  female  arrestees  shown  in  the  figure  is 
that  male  arrestees  tended  to  be  concentrated  in  younger  age  categor- 
ies than  did  females. 
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Percent 
Figure  1.25 


Percentage  of  Total  Population  and  Arrestees  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
by  Age  Interval  and  Sex  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  1 and  25 

SOURCES:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

Office  of  Planning  and  Development,  "1979  Provisional  Population 
Estimates.  Washington,  D.C.,"  May  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Further  examination  of  the  data  revealed  that  over  half  (53.9  percent) 
of  all  persons  arrested  for  Crime  Index  offenses  were  15  to  24  years  of 
age.  Consequently,  the  age  and  sex  distribution  of  arrestees  in  this 
ten-year  age  bracket  is  presented  by  single  year  categories  in  Table  26 
of  Appendix  B and  in  Figure  1.26.  Of  the  6,433  arrestees  between  the 
ages  of  15  and  24,  the  modal  category  (i.e.,  the  most  frequently 
occurring)  was  males  aged  15  who  comprised  12.4  percent  of  arrestees 
aged  15  to  24  and  6.7  percent  of  arrestees  of  all  ages.  The  next 
highest  category  was  males  aged  18  who  constituted  11.9  percent  of 
arrestees  aged  15  to  24  and  6.4  percent  of  all  arrestees. 

Inspection  of  the  data  in  Table  26  of  Appendix  B reveals  that  the 
modal  age  of  arrestees  varies  for  the  different  types  of  Crime  Index 
offenses.  In  particular,  the  modal  age  of  male  arrestees  was  15  for 
burglary  and  larceny-theft,  16  for  motor  vehicle  theft,  18  for  robbery, 
19  for  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter  and  forcible  rape,  and 
21  for  aggravated  assault.  Thus,  the  modal  age  was  less  than  17  for 
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Male  Female 


Figure  1.26 

Percentage  Distribution  of  Juveniles  and  Adults  Aged  15  to  24  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Age 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  26 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


persons  arrested  for  the  three  main  property  crimes  and  18  or  over  for 
those  arrested  for  violent  crimes.  Furthermore,  the  number  of 
arrestees  was  normally  higher  in  the  age  categories  close  to  the  modal 
age  so  that  persons  arrested  for  property  crimes  tended  to  be  slightly 
younger  than  those  arrested  for  violent  offenses.  It  is  also  important 
to  note  that  the  modal  age  of  15  for  persons  arrested  for  Crime  Index 
offenses  was  accounted  for  by  the  fact  that  the  modal  age  of  persons 
arrested  for  the  two  most  frequent  arrest  charges  (i.e.,  larceny-theft 
and  burglary)  was  15. 


Another  means  of  comparing  arrestees  by  age  and  sex  is  through  the 
use  of  arrest  rates,  i.e.,  the  number  of  arrestees  per  100,000  residents. 
These  rates  can  be  calculated  for  specific  subgroups  in  a population  in 
order  to  take  into  account  the  size  of  the  subgroups  and  to  represent 
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Table  1.4 

Population  Estimates  and  Number  and  Rate  of  Arrest  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
per  100,000  Population  by  Sex  and  Age 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


Sex  and 
Age 

Population 

Estimate 

Total 

Arrest 

Arrest 

Rate 

Male 

7— 1 7a 

53,700 

3,021 

5,625.7 

18+ 

213,460 

7,473 

3,500.9 

TOTAL 

267,160 

10,494 

3,928.0 

Female 

7-17b 

55,280 

259 

468.5 

18+ 

279,020 

1,179 

422/6 

TOTAL 

334,300 

1,438 

430.2 

aThis  category  includes  twelve  males  aged  18-20  arrested  as  juveniles  and 
prosecuted  under  the  Youth  Corrections  Act. 

bThis  category  includes  two  females  aged  18-20  arrested  as  juveniles  and 
prosecuted  under  the  Youth  Corrections  Act. 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  1,  27,  and  28. 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


more  accurately  their  relative  risks  of  being  arrested.  Arrest  rates 
for  males  and  females  subdivided  into  juveniles  (aged  7 to  17)  and 
adults  (aged  18  and  over)  are  shown  in  Table  1.4.  The  rates  presented 
in  the  last  column  reveal  that  arrest  rates  were  much  higher  for  males 
compared  to  females  and  for  juveniles  relative  to  adults.  These 
differential  rates  reveal  that  the  likelihood  of  being  arrested  was 
greater  for  juveniles  than  for  adults,  even  though  more  adults  were 
arrested.  Furthermore,  the  difference  in  arrest  rates  between  juve- 
niles and  adults  was  more  pronounced  for  males  than  females. 


50 


Table  1.5 

Population  Estimates  and  Number  and  Rate  of  Arrest  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
per  100,000  Population  by  Color  and  Age 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


Color  and 
Age 

Population 

Estimate 

Total 

Arrest 

Arrest 

Rate 

White 

7-17 

12,020 

51 

424.3 

18+ 

153,540 

713 

464.4 

TOTAL 

165,560 

764 

461.5 

Nonwhite 

7-1 7a 

96,960 

3,229 

3,330.2 

18+ 

338,940 

7,939 

2,342.3 

TOTAL 

435,900 

11,168 

2,562.1 

aIncludes  fourteen  persons  age  18-20  arrested  as  juveniles  and  prosecuted 
under  the  Youth  Corrections  Act. 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Tables  1,  27,  and  28. 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


b.  Age  and  Color 

Shown  in  Table  1.5  is  the  number  and  rate  of  arrests  per  100,000 
persons  by  color  and  age.  For  both  juveniles  and  adults,  nonwhites  had 
higher  numbers  and  rates  of  arrest  in  1979.  Within  the  nonwhite 
population  juveniles  had  a higher  arrest  rate  (3,330.2  per  100,000)  than 
did  adults  (2,342.3  per  100,000).  However,  the  reverse  was  true  among 
whites  for  whom  the  arrest  rate  was  lower  for  juveniles  (424.3  per 
100,000)  than  for  adults  (464.4  per  100,000).  Furthermore,  the 
differential  in  the  arrest  rates  of  juveniles  and  adults  was  much 
greater  for  nonwhites  than  whites. 
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c.  Sex  and  Color 


Figures  1.27  and  1.28  show  the  percentage  distribution  of  arrests  of 
juveniles  and  adults,  respectively,  by  sex  and  color.  According  to  the 
figures,  the  vast  majority  of  both  juveniles  and  adults  arrested  were 
nonwhite  males.  However,  nonwhite  males  comprised  a higher  per- 
centage of  juvenile  arrestees  (90.7  percent)  than  of  adult  arrestees 
(79.9  percent).  The  opposite  was  true  for  nonwhite  females  who 
constituted  a greater  proportion  of  adults  arrested  (11.8  percent)  than 
of  juveniles  (7.7  percent).  With  males  and  females  combined,  the 
percentage  of  arrestees  who  were  nonwhite  was  higher  for  juveniles 
(98.4  percent)  than  for  adults  (91.7  percent). 

d.  Residence 


Table  1.6  presents  the  percentage  of  adult  arrestees  by  residence.  Of 
the  adults  arrested  in  1979,  88.9  percent  resided  in  the  District  of 
Columbia,  7.7  percent  in  Maryland,  2.2  percent  in  Virginia,  and  1.3 
percent  in  some  other  state  or  country.  Comparisons  among  the 
arrestees  for  the  eight  Crime  Index  offenses  reveals  relatively  minor 
variations  in  this  percentage  distribution  for  the  different  charges. 
The  percent  of  arrestees  who  were  residents  of  the  District  of 
Columbia  was  highest  (91  percent  or  more)  for  four  offenses  (i.e., 
murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  forcible  rape,  burglary,  and 
arson).  The  lowest  percentage  of  arrestees  residing  in  the  District  was 
85.2  percent,  which  was  found  for  persons  arrested  for  motor  vehicle 
theft  in  the  District  of  Columbia  in  1979. 
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Percentage  Distribution  of  Juvenile  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Color 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  27 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Percentage  Distribution  of  Adult  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Color 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 

REFERENCE:  Appendix  B,  Table  28 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  and  Percent  of  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Residence  of  Arrestee 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Maryland  Suburbs,  Virginia  Suburbs,  and  Other  Places,  Calendar  Year  1979 


CHAPTER  2 

ANALYSIS  OF  CRIME  IN  CENSUS  TRACT  58 

A.  INTRODUCTION 
1.  Overview 


Crime  in  the  District  of  Columbia  has  .been  found  to  be  unevenly 
distributed  across  the  city’s  neighborhoods/  Specifically,  using  census 
tracts  as  rough  approximations  of  neighborhoods  it  was  demonstrated  that 
crime  tends  to  be  much  higher  in  certain  areas  of  the  city  than  in  others. 
The  census  tract  with  the  highest  frequency  of  reported  crimes  is  tract  58 
which  contains  the  commercial-business  center  of  the  city  located  north  of 
the  Mall  between  5th  and  15th  Streets,  N.W.  and  south  of  New  York  and 
Massachusetts  Avenue.  Because  of  the  preponderance  of  crimes  reported 
in  this  area,  an  extensive  analysis  of  the  location  of  crimes  and  character- 
istics of  the  incident,  the  complainant,  and  alleged  offender  was  deemed 
necessary.  It  is  anticipated  that  this  descriptive  analysis  will  provide  a 
basis  for  understanding  the  possible  causes  of  crime  and  for  identifying  the 
types  of  persons  who  are  victimized  and  report  crimes  in  this  area  of  the 
city.  By  using  this  type  of  information  public  officials  and  private  citizens 
may  be  able  to  develop  more  effective  crime  prevention  strategies. 

2.  Profile  of  Tract  58 


Census  tract  58  is  perhaps  best  characterized  by  the  concentration  of  older 
commercial  establishments  that  comprise  the  old  downtown  business 
district  of  the  city.  It  encompasses  the  Pennsylvania  Avenue  corridor  that 
is  currently  the  site  of  extensive  redevelopment.  Approximately  41.6 
percent  of  its  384  acres  was  zoned  for  commercial  uses  and  special 
purposes  (e.g.,  museums)  in  EY  1978  and  57.9  percent  was  zoned  for  local 
and  federal  government  uses°  The  corresponding  percentages  for  the  city 
as  a whole  were  10.0  and  42.5  percent,  respectively. 

In  keeping  with  its  predominantly  commercial  and  business  character,  tract 
58  has  relatively  few  residents  compared  to  other  tracts  in  the  city.  In 
1976  the  estimated  number  of  people  residing  in  tract  58  was  1,100  which 
resulted  in  an  overall  population  density  of  2.9  persons  per  acre.  The 
number  of  residents  in  all  of  the  150  census  tracts  in  the  city  ranged  from 
less  than  100  to  13,000,  and  th^ density  of  population  varied  from  less  than 
one  person  per  acre  to  over  92. y 
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Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis.  Crime  and  Justice  Profile:  The 

Nation’s  Capital.  Washington,  D.C.:  District  of  Columbia  Printing  Office,  1979,  pp. 
29-44. 

o 

Office  of  Planning  and  Development,  unpublished  data. 
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Office  of  Planning  and  Development,  ”1976  Population  Estimates,  Washington,  D.C.” 
and  unpublished  data. 
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However,  the  risk  of  becoming  a victim  of  crime  in  tract  58  is  more  a 
function  of  the  number  of  workers,  shoppers,  and  tourists  who  frequent  the 
area  than  of  the  number  of  residents.  Unfortunately,  no  reliable  estimates 
of  the  number  of  people  in  these  categories  exist  for  census  tracts  in  the 
city,  so  that  suitable  measures  of  the  risk  of  victimization  cannot  be 
calculated  in  such  predominantly  non-res idential  areas  of  the  city  as  tract 
58. 

3.  Characteristics  and  Quality  of  the  Data 


The  data  used  in  this  report  are  from  the  Uniform  Crime  Reporting  (UCR) 
Program  maintained  by  the  Metropolitan  Police  Department  (MPD)  accord- 
ing to  guidelines  established  by  the  Federal  Bureau  of  Investigation  (FBI). 
The  types  of  offenses  examined  are  the  Crime  Index  offenses  which  are 
used  as  standard  indicators  of  serious  and  frequently  occurring  crimes  in 
the  nation.  The  Crime  Index  includes  four  offenses  classified  as  violent  or 
person  crimes  (i.e.,  murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter,  forcible  rape, 
robbery,  and  aggravated  assault)  and  four  classified  as  property  crimes 
(i.e.,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  motor  vehicle  theft,  and  arson). 

The  characteristics  of  the  criminal  incident  that  were  chosen  for  further 
investigation  are  the  address  of  the  incident,  the  month,  the  day  of  the 
week,  and  the  time  of  occurrence.  The  characteristics  of  the  complainant 
examined  in  the  report  are  age,  sex,  race,  and  residence.  The  only 
attribute  of  the  alleged  offender  that  was  available  from  the  computerized 
records  of  the  police  was  race.  When  known,  the  characteristics  of  the 
complainant  and  alleged  offender  were  recorded  for  all  person  crimes  and 
for  two  types  of  larceny-thefts  (i.e.,  purse  snatching  and  pocket  picking). 
For  other  types  of  larcenies  (e.g>,  shoplifting)  and  all  other  property  crimes 
these  personal  attributes  were  not  recorded. 

The  street  addresses  of  the  reported  criminal  incident  were  used  to 
generate  contour  maps  that  will  depict  the  intensity  of  crimes  in  certain 
areas  of  tract  58.  The  other  variables  characterizing  the  incident,  the 
complainant,  and  the  alleged  offender  are  examined  in  a series  of  tables  to 
determine  their  relationship  to  the  different  types  of  offenses  and  to  one 
another. 

One  important  aspect  of  the  data  that  should  be  considered  in  interpreting 
the  findings  of  this  report  is  that  the  information  pertains  to  reported 
crimes.  To  the  extent  that  certain  types  of  persons  are  unwilling  to  report 
offenses  that  are  perpetrated  against  them  to  the  police,  the  attributes  of 
these  persons  will  be  under-represented  in  the  UCR  data.  Also,  reporting 
rates  have  been  found  to  vary  according  to  the  type  of  crime.  For 
example,  lower  reporting  rates  were  found  for  larceny-theft  than  for 
robberies  when  UCR  data  were  compared  with  information  from  surveys  of 
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victims  of  crime.1  Reporting  rates  are  especially  sensitive  to  the 
seriousness  of  the  crime,  the  severity  of  the  consequences  for  the  victim, 
and  the  likelihood  of  recovering  stolen  property.  Although  the  existence  of 
underreporting  imposes  certain  limits  on  the  interpretations  of  UCR  data, 
this  information  is  still  one  of  the  best  indicators  of  crime  that  is 
maintained  in  a readily  useable  and  standardized  format. 


U.S.  Department  of  Justice,  Law  Enforcement  Assistance  Administration, 
Criminal  Victimization  Surveys  in  13  American  Cities,  Washington,  D.C.: 
Government  Printing  Office,  1975. 
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13.  CRIME  IN  TRACT  58 

1.  Comparisons  Among  Census  Tracts 

In  1979  more  Crime  Index  offenses  were  reported  in  tract  58  than  in  any 
other  census  tract  in  the  city.  This  is  apparent  by  comparing  the  maximum 
number  of  offenses  reported  in  any  of  the  150  census  tracts  and  the  number 
of  offenses  in  tract  58  as  shown  in  Table  1 of  Appendix  C.  Census  tract  58 
ranked  highest  not  only  for  the  Crime  Index  total  but  for  the  violent  and 
property  crime  subtotals  as  well.  Of  the  eight  offenses,  tract  58  ranked 
first  for  robbery,  burglary,  larceny-theft,  and  motor  vehicle  theft  (see 
Appendix  B,  Table  B for  a list  of  the  number  of  offenses  reported  for  each 
census  tract). 

The  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  in  tract  58  in  1979  was  3,235 
with  482  of  these  being  violent  crimes  and  2,753  being  property  crimes. 
The  next  highest  totals  were  reported  in  tract  51  which  had  1,294  Crime 
Index  offenses  divided  into  302  violent  crimes  and  992  property  crimes. 
Thus,  the  number  of  Crime  Index  offenses  reported  in  tract  58  was  two  and 
a half  times  greater  than  the  number  reported  in  the  tract  with  the  next 
highest  frequency  and  over  nine  times  greater  than  the  median  value  of  343 
for  the  150  tracts.1 

Comparisons  of  the  number  of  offenses  reported  in  tract  58  and  the  number 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  as  a whole  revealed  that  larceny-theft  is  the 
most  frequent  crime  in  both  instances.  However,  the  next  most  frequent 
crime  is  burglary  for  the  city  and  robbery  for  tract  58.  For  both  tract  58 
and  the  District  the  ranking  of  the  other  Crime  Index  offenses  from  high  to 
low  is  motor  vehicle  theft,  aggravated  assault,  forcible  rape,  arson,  and 
murder  and  non-negligent  manslaughter. 

2.  Location  of  Crime 


The  geographic  distributions  of  the  five  most  frequent  Crime  Index 
offenses  are  presented  using  contour  maps.  These  maps  depict  the  relative 
intensity  of  reported  criminal  activity  throughout  census  tract  58.  In 
particular,  the  level  of  intensity  is  measured  by  the  number  of  crimes  per 


**Tt  should  be  noted  that  the  data  for  census  tracts  contained  in  Table  1 of 
Appendix  C and  Table  9 of  Appendix  B were  generated  from  computerized 
records  on  April  3,  1980  and  differ  slightly  from  the  frequencies  generated  on 
February  21,  1980  which  are  used  in  all  other  tables  in  Appendix  C.  The 
differences  are  due  to  updating  of  the  computerized  records  between  these  two 
dates  to  reflect  changes  in  the  founded  or  unfounded  status  of  reported 
offenses. 


58 


square  mile  which  is  divided  into  ten  equal  intervals  for  each  crime.  Each 
of  these  intervals  is  represented  by  a different  type  of  shading,  graduated 
from  the  darkest  for  areas  with  the  greatest  intensity  of  criminal  activity 
to  the  lightest  for  those  with  the  lowest  level.1 

The  distribution  of  robberies  reported  in  tract  58  is  shown  in  Map  2.1.  The 
area  with  the  highest  intensity  of  reported  robberies  is  located  along  12th 
Street  between  H and  I Streets.  Relatively  high  rates  of  robbery  were 
evidenced  in  adjacent  areas  centered  around  H Street  and  11th  Street. 
This  area  is  best  characterized  by  its  proximity  to  the  Greyhound  bus 
terminal  and  the  presence  of  bars  and  small  older  buildings.  This  area  is 
also  undergoing  extensive  redevelopment  associated  with  the  planned 
construction  of  the  Civic  Center.  The  fewest  robberies  per  land  unit  in 
tract  58  were  reported  south  of  Pennsylvania  Avenue. 

The  geographic  pattern  of  aggravated  assaults  shown  in  Map  2.2  is 
somewhat  similar  to  the  pattern  found  for  robberies.  In  particular,  the 
areas  of  highest  and  lowest  criminal  activity  roughly  coincide.  However,  it 
should  be  noted  that  the  total  number  of  aggravated  assaults  in  tract  58 
was  much  lower  than  the  number  of  robberies  and  the  corresponding  areal 
rates  were  also  lower. 

As  shown  in  Map  2.3,  burglaries  tend  to  be  most  heavily  concentrated  along 
F and  G Streets  between  9th  and  14th.  The  point  of  highest  intensity  was 
located  on  the  west  side  of  13th  Street  in  the  block  between  F and  G.  The 
area  with  the  highest  concentration  of  burglaries  in  tract  58  corresponds 
closely  to  the  downtown  shopping  area  dominated  by  small  and  moderate- 
sized clothing  and  shoe  stores.  These  stores  normally  occupy  the  first  floor 
of  older  two  and  three  story  buildings  that  contain  offices  on  the  upper 
levels. 

Larceny-thefts  also  appear  to  be  most  heavily  concentrated  in  the  F Street 
shopping  corridor  (see  Map  2.4).  The  areas  of  highest  intensity  correspond 
to  the  locations  of  the  three  major  department  stores  in  this  district  (i.e., 
Woodward  and  Lothrop’s  at  11th  and  F,  Hecht’s  at  7th  and  F,  and 
Garfinkel’s  at  14th  and  F).  This  distribution  is  understandable  since  the 
vast  majority  of  larceny -thefts  in  tracts  58  are  reported  incidents  of 
shoplifting.  The  distribution  of  these  offenses  reflects  not  only  the 
occurrence  of  such  criminal  acts  but  also  the  willingness  of  stores  to  report 
these  crimes.  Reporting  these  events  to  the  police  is  a necessary  step  in 
attempting  to  heighten  public  awareness  of  this  crime  and  to  improve  the 
crime  prevention  strategies  of  the  police,  the  public,  and  other  store 
owners. 
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These  maps  were  constructed  by  geocoding  the  addresses  of  reported  offenses 
using  the  1980  census  DIME  file.  Approximately  89  percent  of  the  addresses  for 
each  type  of  offense  received  geocodes  and  are  represented  on  the  maps.  The 
addresses  for  the  remaining  offenses  could  not  be  coded  because  of  insufficient 
information  provided  in  the  Census  Bureau’s  DIME  file. 
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Map  2.1 


COMPUTER  GRAPHICS:  Copyright  1980  MCPC  Systems 
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The  location  of  motor  vehicle  thefts  in  tract  58  is  presented  in  Map  2.5. 
Thefts  were  reported  most  often  in  the  block  bounded  by  E,  F,  13th,  and 
14th  Streets.  The  darkened  area  on  the  map  appears  to  be  centered  around 
a multi-level  parking  garage  and  adjoining  alley.  Ttiis  garage  has  subse- 
quently been  razed  as  part  of  the  Pennsylvania  Redevelopment  Plan. 
Moderately  high  levels  of  motor  vehicle  thefts  are  evidenced  throughout 
the  area  between  E and  G Streets  from  10th  to  15th  and  in  one  isolated 
area  north  of  F Street  between  6th  and  7th,  the  location  of  a public  parking 
lot. 

3.  Type  of  Offense 

Tables  2 through  9 of  Appendix  C depict  the  relationships  between  the  type 
of  offense  and  the  selected  characteristics  of  the  criminal  incident,  the 
complainant,  and  the  alleged  offender.  Because  of  the  small  number  of 
reported  murders  and  non-negligent  manslaughters  (n=l),  forcible  rapes 
(n=9),  and  arsons  (n=3)  in  tract  58  during  1979,  it  would  not  be  meaningful 
to  discuss  the  patterns  evidenced  for  these  crimes.  Consequently,  only  the 
remaining  offenses  are  discussed  in  this  section. 

a.  Month 


Table  2 presents  the  relationship  between  the  type  of  offense  and  the 
month  in  which  the  offense  occurred  in  tract  58.  For  the  Crime  Index 
offenses  as  a whole  the  fewest  offenses  occurred  in  February  and  the 
most  in  June.  This  same  pattern  was  found  for  the  property  crime 
total.  However,  for  the  violent  crime  total  the  fewest  offenses 
occurred  in  April  and  the  most  during  June  and  August.  The  pattern  of 
monthly  variation  for  the  property  crime  total  was  largely  a function 
of  the  pattern  evidenced  for  larceny-thefts,  and  the  trend  for  the 
violent  crime  total  reflected  the  monthly  variations  of  robbery. 

b.  Day 

Of  the  3,246  Crime  Index  offenses  in  tract  58  presented  in  Table  3, 
17.9  percent  occurred  on  Friday,  8.5  percent  occurred  on  Sunday,  and 
between  thirteen  and  sixteen  percent  were  reported  on  the  remaining 
days  of  the  week.  This  pattern  of  a peak  on  Friday  and  a low  on 
Sunday  was  evidenced  for  property  crimes  as  a whole  and  was 
especially  pronounced  for  burglaries  and  motor  vehicle  thefts.  For 
larceny-thefts,  both  Thursday  and  Friday  evidenced  a high  level  of 
reported  thefts  while  Sunday  continued  to  have  the  least  activity.  For 
violent  crimes  as  a whole,  the  highest  percentages  of  offenses  were 
reported  on  Friday,  Saturday,  and  Monday  and  the  lowest  on  Tuesday. 
Slightly  divergent  patterns  were  evidenced  for  robbery  and  aggravated 
assault.  The  highest  proportion  of  robberies  occurred  on  Saturday  and 
the  lowest  on  Tuesday.  In  contrast,  the  greatest  number  of  aggravated 
assaults  occurred  on  Friday  and  the  least  on  Wednesday. 
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c.  Time  of  Occurrence 


As  shown  in  Table  4,  over  fifty  percent  of  the  Crime  Index  offenses 
for  which  the  time  of  occurrence  was  known  occurred  between  1:31 
pm  and  7:30  pm.  The  percent  of  property  crimes  occurring  in  this 
time  period  was  even  greater.  These  patterns  were  largely  a function 
of  the  trends  for  larceny-thefts  for  which  the  greatest  proportions 
occurred  in  the  three  daytime  periods  from  10:31  am  to  7:30  pm  and 
the  least  in  the  two  time  periods  from  1:31  am  to  7:30  am.  In 
contrast,  the  peak  period  for  burglaries  was  from  4:31  pm  to  7:30  pm 
and  the  low  was  from  10:31  am  to  1:30  pm.  The  number  of  burglaries 
remained  fairly  constant  at  a moderate  level  during  the  afternoon 
(1:31  pm  to  4:30  pm)  and  at  night  (7:31  pm  to  4:30  am).  The  periods  of 
peak  activity  for  motor  vehicle  thefts  was  during  the  morning  rush 
hour  (7:31  am  to  10:30  am)  and  was  next  highest  during  the  evening 
rush  hour  (4:41  pm  to  7:30  pm).  The  fewest  motor  vehicles  were  stolen 
at  night  (10:31  pm  to  7:30  am). 

Violent  crimes  as  a whole  were  spread  out  more  evenly  throughout  the 
daytime  than  were  property  crimes  wdth  the  peak  occurring  at  night 
between  10:31  pm  and  1:30  am.  Robberies  and  aggravated  assaults 
evidenced  somewhat  similar  patterns  in  that  the  peak  periods  were 
usually  late  afternoon  and  at  night  after  10:31  pm  and  the  lows  were 
during  the  early  morning  (4:31  am  to  10:31  am). 

d.  Age  of  Complainant 


From  Table  5 it  is  apparent  that  the  highest  proportion  of  people 
reporting  offenses  in  tract  58  were  between  20  and  29  years  old  and 
the  next  highest  proportion  were  aged  30  to  39.  Offenses  were  least 
likely  to  be  reported  by  those  aged  60  and  above.  This  pattern  was 
evidenced  for  both  robbery  and  aggravated  assault.  However,  persons 
reporting  aggravated  assaults  were  more  heavily  concentrated  in  the 
20  to  29  and  30  to  39  age  categories  than  were  those  reporting 
robberies.  The  most  common  age  category  for  those  reporting 
larceny-thefts  was  also  20  to  29.  However,  larceny-thefts  were  much 
more  likely  to  be  reported  by  individuals  aged  50  and  over  than  w»ere 
any  of  the  violent  crimes. 

e.  Sex  of  Complainant 


Of  the  540  Crime  Index  offenses  for  w-hich  the  sex  of  the  complainant 
was  known,  70.2  percent  were  reported  by  males  and  the  remainder  by 
females  (see  Table  6).  These  percentages  are  largely  a function  of  the 
tendencies  evidenced  for  violent  crimes.  Specifically,  84.9  percent  of 
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the  robberies  and  79.1  percent  of  the  aggravated  assaults  were 
reported  by  males.  In  contrast,  60.3  percent  of  the  larceny-thefts 
included  in  this  table  (i.e.,  purse  snatching  and  pocket  picking)  were 
reported  by  females. 

f.  Pace  of  Complainant 


As  shown  in  Table  7,  of  the  540  Crime  Index  offenses  for  which  the 
race  of  the  complainant  was  known,  64.3  percent  were  reported  by 
whites  and  35.7  percent  by  nonwhites.  This  difference  was  evidenced 
for  both  robberies  and  larceny-thefts.  However,  the  opposite  tendency 
was  found  for  aggravated  assaults  for  which  64.2  percent  were 
reported  by  nonwhites.  Similarly,  eight  of  the  nine  rapes  that 
occurred  in  tract  58  were  reported  by  a black  woman. 

g.  Residential  Location  of  Complainant 


Of  the  total  Crime  Index  offenses  for  which  the  residence  of  the 
complainant  was  known,  70.9  percent  were  reported  by  residents  of 
the  District  of  Columbia,  13.0  percent  by  those  from  Maryland,  and 
21.9  percent  were  from  Virginia  (see  Table  8).  These  percentages  are 
similar  to  those  for  the  violent  and  property  crime  totals  as  well.  Of 
the  particular  offenses,  burglary  was  more  likely  to  be  reported  by 
District  of  Columbia  residents  than  any  other.  In  contrast,  only  41.0 
percent  of  the  motor  vehicle  thefts  were  reported  by  District  resi- 
dents, whereas  35.6  percent  were  reported  by  persons  from  Maryland, 
and  19.0  by  those  from  Virginia. 

h.  Race  of  Alleged  Offender 


The  race  of  the  alleged  offender  was  available  for  512  of  the  reported 
Crime  Index  offenses  in  tract  58  as  shown  in  Table  9.  In  94.7  percent 
of  these  cases  the  race  was  indicated  to  be  nonwhite.  This  tendency 
was  more  pronounced  for  robberies  and  larceny-thefts  than  for  aggra- 
vated assaults. 
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C.  ASSOCIATIONS  AMONG  SELECTED  CHARACTERISTICS 

The  associations  among  the  selected  attributes  of  the  reported  incident,  the 
complainant,  and  the  alleged  offender  were  examined  to  obtain  greater  insight 
into  the  nature  of  criminal  activity  in  tract  58.  Since  there  were  no  established 
theoretical  criteria  for  selecting  particular  associations  to  investigate,  the 
cross  tabulations  between  all  possible  pairs  of  variables  were  examined  to 
determine  which  pairs  of  variables  evidenced  meaningful  relationships  with  one 
another.  The  variables  that  did  not  exhibit  sufficiently  high  associations  with 
one  another  to  merit  subsequent  discussion  are  month  versus  time,  age,  sex, 
race,  and  residence;  day  versus  age,  sex,  and  race  of  complainant;  time  versus 
age  and  race  of  complainant;  age  versus  sex  of  complainant;  and  race  of  the 
alleged  offender  versus  all  other  variables  considered.  The  cross  tabulations  of 
the  pairs  of  variables  that  did  evidence  meaningful  associations  with  one 
another  are  presented  in  Appendix  C,  Tables  10  through  19,  and  the  nature  of 
these  associations  are  discussed  in  the  following  sections. 

1.  Characteristics  of  Reported  Incident 

a.  Month  Versus  Day 

The  association  between  the  month  and  day  of  reported  offenses  in 
tract  58  is  presented  in  Table  11.  It  is  apparent  that  differences  exist 
among  the  months  in  the  distribution  of  offenses  by  day  of  the  week. 
Although  Sunday  is  consistently  the  day  with  the  fewest  reported 
offenses,  the  percent  of  offenses  occurring  on  the  other  days  of  the 
week  differ  from  month  to  month.  In  some  months  (e.g.,  March,  June, 
and  December)  the  most  offenses  were  reported  on  Friday  while  in 
others  (e.g.,  July  and  September)  the  greatest  number  were  on 
Saturday.  For  the  remaining  months,  the  peak  occurred  on  one  or 
more  of  the  other  days  of  the  week.  Since  tract  58  is  used  primarily 
for  commercial  activities  and  government  office  buildings,  the  high 
level  of  criminal  activity  during  the  workdays  when  the  greatest 
number  of  potential  victims  are  available  is  understandable.  Overall, 
the  variations  in  criminal  activities  by  day  of  the  week  are  rather 
small  and  the  increases  evidenced  on  certain  days  do  not  follow  a 
consistent  or  readily  interpretable  pattern  for  the  different  months  of 
the  year. 

b.  Day  Versus  Time  of  Occurrence 


The  periods  of  greatest  reported  criminal  activity  in  tract  58  were 
during  the  daytime,  particularly  in  the  afternoon  (1:31  pm  to  4:30  pm) 
and  during  the  evening  rush-hour  (4:31  pm  to  7:30  pm).  As  shown  in 
Table  11,  relatively  little  variation  was  evidenced  among  the  days 
from  Monday  to  Saturday  in  the  timing  of  offenses.  On  Sunday,  the 
day  with  the  fewest  reported  offenses,  the  highest  percent  of  offenses 
was  also  reported  during  the  afternoon,  but  the  proportion  reported 
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from  4:31  pm  to  7:30  pm  was  lower  than  on  the  other  days  of  the 
week.  The  timing  of  offenses  during  the  workdays  and  on  Saturday 
appear  to  be  a function  of  the  time  of  greatest  opportunity  to  commit 
larceny -thefts  and  robberies,  the  two  most  common  crimes  in  tract  58. 
Specifically,  the  timing  of  offenses  coincide  with  the  times  that  stores 
are  open  and  the  periods  when  the  greatest  number  of  shoppers  and 
workers  are  probably  on  the  streets. 

2.  Characteristics  of  Reported  Incident  and  Complainant 


a.  Residence  Versus  Day 

The  day  on  which  crime  occurred  in  tract  58  appeared  to  vary 
depending  on  whether  the  complainant  resided  in  the  District,  a nearby 
state,  or  in  either  a more  distant  state  or  a foreign  country  (see  Table 
12).  Specifically,  complainants  from  the  District  of  Columbia, 
Virginia,  and  Maryland  reported  most  crimes  during  weekdays  with  the 
highest  number  being  reported  on  Friday.  In  contrast,  persons 
reporting  crimes  in  tract  58  who  were  from  other  states  were  more 
likely  to  be  victimized  on  Saturday  or  Sunday  than  on  any  of  the 

weekdays.  Foreigners  reported  more  crimes  on  Saturday  than  on  any 

other  day. 

The  preceding  patterns  are  probably  a function  of  the  types  of 
activities  people  pursue  in  tract  58  which  can  be  inferred  by  their 
place  of  residence.  For  example,  residents  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  Virginia,  and  Maryland  are  most  likely  to  be  commuters 
working  in  or  near  tract  58  and,  therefore,  subject  to  the  greatest  risk 
of  victimization  in  this  area  on  the  weekdays.  Persons  from  other 

states  or  countries  may  be  at  the  greatest  risk  of  being  a victim  of 

crime  in  this  tract  on  the  weekend  when  they  are  visiting  local  tourist 
attractions,  restaurants,  and  stores. 

b.  Sex  Versus  Time  of  Occurrence 


There  are  some  notable  differences  between  male  and  female  com- 
plainants in  the  timing  of  crimes  as  shown  in  Table  13.  About  fifty 
percent  of  the  women  who  reported  crime  in  tract  58  were  victimized 
during  the  afternoon  or  early  evening  (1:31  pm  to  7:30  pm).  In 
contrast,  males  were  more  likely  to  report  offenses  at  night  with  22.3 
percent  reporting  them  between  10:31  pm  and  1:30  am  and  16.2 
percent  between  1:31  am  and  4:30  pm.  These  differences  may  reflect 
the  activity  patterns  of  males  and  females  and  also  the  tendency  of 
males  to  be  victims  of  violent  crimes  that  occur  with  greater 
frequency  at  night. 
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c.  Residence  of  Complainant  Versus  Time  of  Occurrence 


As  shown  in  Table  14,  all  complainants  regardless  of  their  place  of 
residence  reported  the  highest  percentages  of  crimes  during  the 
evening  rush  hour  (4:31  pm  to  7:30  pm)  and  the  afternoon  (1:31  pm  to 
4:30  pm).  For  residents  of  Virginia  and  Maryland,  who  are  likely  to  be 
commuters,  the  other  major  time  periods  for  being  victims  of  crime  in 
tract  58  were  during  regular  working  hours.  In  contrast,  persons  from 
other  states,  who  are  likely  to  be  tourists,  reported  the  occurrence  of 
more  crimes  in  the  evening  than  in  the  morning  hours.  Finally,  for 
residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  the  major  times  for  being 
victims  of  crime  in  this  area  (other  than  the  afternoon  and  early 
evening)  were  during  the  late  morning  and  early  afternoon  from  10:31 
am  to  1:30  pm. 

3.  Characteristics  of  Complainant 


a.  Race  Versus  Age 

Reported  offense  figures  in  Table  15  show  that  the  nonwhites  report- 
ing crimes  in  tract  58  tend  to  be  younger  than  the  whites.  Although 
complainants  were  most  likely  to  be  aged  20  to  29  for  both  races,  a 
higher  percentage  of  nonwhites  were  from  this  age  category  than  were 
whites.  Furthermore,  a higher  proportion  of  nonwhites  reporting 
crimes  were  19  years  old  or  less.  On  the  other  hand,  white  complain- 
ants were  more  likely  to  be  from  older  adult  categories  (e.g.  40  and 
above)  than  were  nonwhites. 

b.  Race  Versus  Sex 

Although  males  reported  more  crimes  than  females  for  both  races,  this 
tendency  was  more  pronounced  among  whites  than  among  nonwhites 
(see  Table  16).  To  some  extent  this  differential  tendency  may  reflect 
the  race  and  sex  composition  of  the  daily  population  of  tract  58. 

c.  Residence  Versus  Age 


The  association  between  the  place  of  residence  and  age  of  complain- 
ants is  shown  in  Table  17.  Complainants  from  the  District  of 
Columbia  and  the  two  adjacent  states  were  more  likely  to  be  from  the 
20  to  29  and  the  30  to  39  age  categories  than  from  any  of  the  other 
age  intervals.  However,  complainants  from  the  District  were  more 
likely  to  be  19  or  less  than  were  those  from  Virginia  or  Maryland. 
Persons  from  other  states  who  reported  crimes  in  tract  58  were  most 
likely  to  be  from  the  50  to  59  age  group  and  next  most  likely  from  the 
60  to  69  age  category.  The  age  distribution  of  out-of-town  victims  of 


70 


crime  in  tract  58  suggests  that  either  businessmen  or  heads  of  families 
visiting  the  area  may  be  the  selected  targets  of  criminals  and/or  those 
most  likely  to  report  such  incidents  to  the  police. 

d.  Residence  Versus  Sex 


As  shown  in  Table  18,  males  were  more  likely  to  report  crimes  than 
females  from  each  of  the  residential  areas  considered.  This  sex 
difference  was  more  pronounced  for  residents  of  Virginia,  other  states, 
and  foreign  countries  than  for  those  from  the  District  of  Columbia  or 
Maryland. 

e.  Residence  Versus  Race 


Overall,  complainants  were  more  likely  to  be  white  than  nonwhite 
regardless  of  their  place  of  residence  (see  Table  19).  However,  this 
difference  was  negligible  for  complainants  from  the  District  of 
Columbia,  of  whom  51.6  percent  were  white  and  48.4  percent  non- 
white. The  largest  race  difference  was  evidenced  for  residents  of 
Virginia,  other  states,  and  foreign  countries. 
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D.  SUMMARY  AND  CONCLUSION 

The  old  downtown  business  center  of  the  District  of  Columbia  constitutes 
an  area  of  particularly  high  reported  crime  compared  to  other  commercial 
areas  and  residential  neighborhoods  of  the  city.  It  is  apparent  that  reported 
crime  follows  fairly  predictable  spatial  patterns  and  regular  trends  by  time 
of  day  and  day  of  the  week  in  this  area  of  the  city.  Based  on  the  information 
contained  in  this  report,  it  is  also  possible  to  construct  a profile  of  the  types 
of  people  who  are  most  likely  to  be  victims  of  crime  in  tract  58. 

Examinations  of  the  spatial  distribution  of  five  of  the  Crime  Index  offenses 
revealed  that  certain  areas  of  tract  58  experienced  much  higher  concentrations 
of  reported  crimes  than  did  others  and  that  these  areas  varied  according  to  the 
type  of  offense.  In  particular,  robberies  and  aggravated  assaults,  the  two 
violent  crimes  considered,  were  especially  frequent  in  the  area  along  12th 
Street  between  H and  I Streets.  This  section  of  tract  58  is  likely  to  experience 
considerable  transiency  due  to  its  proximity  to  the  bus  terminal  and  to  the  14th 
Street  center  for  pornography  shops  and  bars.  These  land  uses  may  attract  a 
sufficient  diversity  of  people  to  provide  potential  victims  of  crime  and  to 
ensure  anonymity  for  the  criminal.  Also,  alcohol  consumption  at  bars  in  or  near 
this  portion  of  tract  58  is  likely  to  be  directly  associated  with  such  violent 
behavior  as  aggravated  assault. 

Two  of  the  property  crimes  examined,  burglary  and  larceny-theft,  were  more 
heavily  concentrated  in  the  F Street  shopping  corridor  than  in  other  areas  of 
the  tract.  However,  these  two  crimes  differed  in  their  points  of  highest 
intensity  with  larceny -thefts  focused  in  the  center  of  the  shopping  district  and 
burglaries  skewed  toward  the  western  end.  It  is  logical  for  both  of  these  types 
of  thefts  to  be  concentrated  in  the  area  containing  the  greatest  opportunities 
for  obtaining  marketable  and  easily  transported  consumer  items.  To  thwart 
these  crimes,  store  owners  may  need  to  make  more  concerted  efforts  to  secure 
storage  areas  in  the  old  buildings  that  predominate  in  this  area  and  to  increase 
security  precautions  that  inhibit  shoplifting.  Efforts  to  apprehend  and  prose- 
cute shoplifters  may  also  act  as  a deterrent  to  this  crime. 

Motor  vehicle  thefts  evidenced  a different  spatial  distribution  than  any  of  the 
other  crimes  considered.  Specifically,  thefts  of  motor  vehicles  were  most 
frequently  reported  in  an  area  between  E and  F Streets  near  14th  Street 
dominated  by  one  large  parking  garage.  Since  this  garage  has  subsequently  been 
torn  down  as  part  of  the  Pennsylvania  Avenue  Redevelopment  Plan,  further 
investigation  of  the  causes  of  theft  from  this  area  of  the  tract  may  be  a moot 
point.  However,  such  distinct  spatial  patterns  as  these  would  be  an  important 
tool  for  the  investigation  of  crimes  by  the  prevention  strategies  by  the  local 
businessmen  and  residents  of  an  area.  Also,  in  an  area  such  as  tract  58  where 
many  of  the  victims  of  crime  are  not  residents,  it  may  be  necessary  to  develop 
more  effective  ways  to  disseminate  publicly  information  about  the  location  of 
crime  and  its  attendant  characteristics. 
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One  of  these  characteristics  is  the  timing  of  criminal  incidents.  In  tract 
58,  the  day  when  one  is  least  likely  to  be  victimized  by  crime  is  Sunday. 
Since  office  buildings  and  many  of  the  stores  in  this  area  are  closed  on  Sunday, 
the  lull  in  crimes  on  this  day  may  simply  reflect  the  reduced  opportunities 
for  crime.  In  contrast,  Friday  is  a day  of  particularly  high  activity  for  most 
types  of  Crime  Index  offenses.  The  timing  of  crimes  on  each  day  of  the  week 
also  reflects  the  criminal  response  to  opportunities.  During  the  work-week 
and  on  Saturday,  crimes  were  most  frequent  during  the  afternoon  and  early 
evening  when  pedestrian  traffic  would  likely  to  be  highest  and  retail  cash 
receipts  greatest.  In  addition  to  those  time  periods,  late  evening  was  also 
a popular  time  for  two  of  the  violent  crimes,  robbery  and  aggravated  assault, 
which  may  result  from  the  emotional  and  physical  states  of  the  criminal  at 
that  time  of  night  as  well  as  opportunities  for  crime. 

Although  the  specific  characteristics  of  the  workers,  shoppers,  and  other  people 
who  frequent  tract  58  on  a regular  basis  are  not  known,  it  is  possible  to  identify 
the  types  of  people  who  are  most  likely  to  report  being  victims  of  crime  in  this 
area.  Consequently,  it  is  not  possible  to  calculate  the  exact  probabilities  that 
certain  types  of  people  will  be  victimized,  but  it  is  possible  to  identify  the 
differential  tendency  of  individuals  with  particular  characteristics  to  be  victim- 
ized and  report  the  incident.  For  example,  in  tract  58  persons  who  report 
crimes  are  more  likely  to  be  white  rather  than  nonwhite,  male  rather  than 
female,  in  the  20  to  29  year  age  bracket  than  any  of  the  other  age  categories 
considered,  and  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  than  any  other  place. 
However,  there  are  some  interesting  differences  in  these  tendencies  when  one 
considers  each  of  these  attributes  in  conjunction  with  another  characteristic  of 
the  complaint  or  of  the  reported  incident. 

Although  whites  reported  more  crimes  overall  in  tract  58  than  did  nonwhites, 
this  differential  was  reversed  for  aggravated  assaults  and  rapes  for  which 
nonwhites  were  more  likely  to  report  being  victimized.  Furthermore,  nonwhite 
complainants  tended  to  be  younger  than  their  white  counterparts  and  more 
closely  balanced  between  males  and  females.  Also,  the  relative  proportions  of 
nonwhites  and  whites  were  nearly  equal  for  residents  of  the  District  of 
Columbia,  whereas  white  complainants  were  considerably  more  numerous  than 
nonwhite  ones  for  residents  of  other  jurisdictions. 

The  tendency  for  males  to  report  more  crimes  than  females  was  evidenced  for 
the  violent  crimes  of  robbery  and  aggravated  assault  but  not  for  the  larceny- 
thefts  for  which  a person  was  directly  victimized  (e.g.,  purse  snatching  and 
pocket  picking).  In  the  latter  case,  women  reported  more  often  than  men.  The 
differential  tendencies  of  men  and  women  to  report  violent  versus  property 
crimes  appears  to  account  for  the  greater  tendency  of  females  to  be  victimized 
during  the  late  afternoon  and  early  evening  and  for  males  during  the  night. 
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The  most  likely  age  of  complainants  was  20  to  29  years  for  both  violent  and 
property  crimes,  but  the  next  most  likely  age  was  30  to  39  years  for  violent 
crimes  and  50  to  59  years  for  the  property  crime  considered  (i.e.,  larceny- 
theft).  The  age  of  the  persons  reporting  crime  in  tract  58  also  varied  according 
to  the  race  and  residential  location  of  the  complainant.  In  particular,  both 
nonwhites  and  residents  of  the  District  of  Columbia  were  younger,  on  the 
average,  than  whites  or  residents  of  other  places,  respectively. 

The  residential  location  of  persons  reporting  crimes  in  tract  58  appears  to  be 
associated  with  several  characteristics  of  the  reported  incident  and  the 
complainant.  These  associations  reveal  that  residents  of  Maryland  and  Virginia 
report  crimes  more  often  during  regular  working  hours  and  on  weekdays  rather 
than  on  weekends.  Furthermore,  complainants  from  these  two  states  were  most 
commonly  males,  white,  and  in  the  young  adult  age  brackets  (20  to  39  years). 
This  profile  is  consistent  with  their  probable  status  as  commuters  who  work  in 
the  government,  commercial,  and  business  establishments  of  tract  58.  Resi- 
dents of  the  District  of  Columbia  also  tended  to  report  more  crimes  on  Friday 
than  on  any  other  day  and  reported  more  crimes  during  the  afternoon  and  early 
evening  than  any  other  time  period.  Furthermore,  District  residents  tended  to 
be  younger  than  those  from  other  places  and  more  evenly  divided  according  to 
race  or  sex.  Complainants  from  out-of-town  best  fit  a profile  of  the  heads  of 
families  visiting  the  area  as  tourists  in  that  they  often  reported  crimes  on 
weekends  rather  than  week  days  and  they  tended  to  be  older  adults,  white,  and 
male. 

By  identifying  the  attributes  of  probable  victims  of  crime  in  certain  areas  of 
the  city  and  informing  the  public  of  these  trends,  more  effective  strategies  for 
preventing  crime  may  be  developed.  To  some  extent  individuals  may  minimize 
the  risk  of  their  being  victims  of  crime  by  modifying  their  own  behavior.  For 
example,  the  likelihood  of  whites  and  males  of  being  victims  of  robberies  in 
tract  58  could  be  reduced  if  they  avoided  certain  sections  of  the  tract  at  night. 
The  police  could  also  use  empirically  based  analyses  of  the  characteristics  of 
criminal  incidents  and  of  victims  who  report  crime  as  a means  for  making 
decisions  about  the  allocation  of  police  resources  and  for  sensitizing  the  officer 
on  the  street  to  the  types  of  people  most  likely  to  need  his  or  her  assistance. 
Thus,  by  working  cooperatively  and  sharing  detailed  analyses  of  reported 
crimes,  the  police,  the  business  community,  and  the  average  citizen  should  be 
more  prepared  to  combat  crime. 
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Definitions1 


A.  PARTI  OFFENSES 


1.  Criminal  Homicide 

a.  Murder  and  Non-Negligent  Manslaughter 

All  willful  felonious  homicides  as  distinguished  from  deaths  caused  by  negli- 
gence, and  excludes  attempts  to  kill,  assaults  to  kill,  suicides,  accidental 
deaths,  or  justifiable  homicides.  Justifiable  homicides  are  limited  to: 

(1)  the  killing  of  a felon  by  a law  enforcement  officer  in  the  line  of  duty; 
and 

(2)  the  killing  of  a person  in  the  act  of  committing  a felony  by  a private 
citizen. 

2 

b.  Manslaughter  by  Negligence 

Any  death  which  the  police  investigation  established  was  primarily  attribut- 
able to  gross  negligence  of  some  individual  other  than  the  victim. 

2.  Forcible  Fape 

The  carnal  knowledge  of  a female  forcibly  and  against  her  will  in  the  categories 
of  rape  by  force  and  attempts  or  assaults  to  rape.  Excludes  statutory  offenses 
(no  force  used  - victim  under  age  of  consent). 

3.  Robbery 

Stealing  or  taking  anything  of  value  from  the  care,  custody,  or  control  of  a 
person  by  force  or  by  violence  or  by  putting  in  fear,  such  as  strong-arm  robbery, 
stickups,  armed  robbery,  attempts  or  assaults  to  rob. 

4.  Aggravated  Assault 

Assault  with  intent  to  kill  or  for  the  purpose  of  inflicting  severe  bodily  injury  by 
shooting,  cutting,  stabbing,  maiming,  poisoning,  scalding,  or  by  the  use  of  acids, 
explosives,  or  other  means.  Excludes  simple  assaults. 

5.  Burglary 

Housebreaking  or  any  breaking  or  unlawful  entry  of  a structure  with  the  intent  to 
commit  a felony  or  a theft.  Includes  attempted  forcible  entry. 
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6.  Larceny-theft 

The  unlawful  taking,  carrying,  leading  or  riding  away  of  property  from  the 
possession  or  constructive  possession  of  another.  Thefts  of  bicycles,  automobile 
accessories,  shoplifting,  pocket-picking,  or  any  stealing  of  property  or  article 
which  is  not  taken  by  force  and  violence  or  by  fraud.  Excludes  embezzlement, 
"con”  games,  forgery,  worthless  checks,  etc. 

7.  Motor  Vehicle  Theft 

Unlawful  taking  or  attempted  theft  of  a motor  vehicle.  A motor  vehicle  is  self- 
propelled  and  travels  on  the  surface  rather  than  on  rails.  Specifically  excluded 
from  this  category  are  motorboats,  construction  equipment,  airplanes,  and 
farming  equipment. 

8.  Arson 

Willful  or  malicious  burning  with  or  without  intent  to  defraud.  Includes 
attempts. 

B.  PART  II  OFFENSES 

1.  Other  Assaults  (Simple) 

Assaults  which  are  not  of  an  aggravated  nature  and  where  no  weapon  is  used. 

2.  Forgery  and  Counterfeiting 

Making,  altering,  uttering  or  possessing,  with  intent  to  defraud,  anything  false 
which  is  made  to  appear  true.  Includes  attempts. 

3.  Fraud 

Fraudulent  conversion  and  obtaining  money  or  property  by  false  pretenses. 
Includes  bad  checks  except  forgeries  and  counterfeiting.  Also  includes  larceny 
by  bailee. 

4.  Embezzlement 

Misappropriation  or  misapplication  of  money  or  property  entrusted  to  one’s  care, 
custody,  or  control. 

5.  Stolen  property;  buying,  receiving,  possessing 


Buying,  receiving,  and  possessing  stolen  property. 


77 


6.  Vandalism 

Willful  or  malicious  destruction,  injury,  disfigurement,  or  defacement  of  pro- 
perty without  consent  of  the  owner  or  person  having  custody  or  control. 

7.  Weapon;  carrying,  possessing,  etc. 

All  violations  of  regulations  or  statutes  controlling  the  carrying,  using,  possess- 
ing, furnishing,  and  manufacturing  of  deadly  weapons  or  silencers.  Includes 
attempts. 

8.  Prostitution  and  Commercialized  Vice 

Sex  offenses  of  a commercialized  nature  and  attempts,  such  as  prostitution, 
keeping  a bawdy  house,  procuring,  or  transporting  women  for  immoral  purposes. 

9.  Sex  Offenses  (except  forcible  rape,  prostitution,  and  commercialized  vice) 

Statutory  rape,  offenses  against  chastity,  common  decency,  morals,  and  the  like. 
Includes  attempts. 

10.  Drug  Abuse  Violations 

Offenses  relating  to  narcotic  drugs,  such  as  unlawful  possession,  sale,  use, 
growing,  and  manufacturing  of  narcotic  drugs. 

11.  Gambling 

Promoting,  permitting,  or  engaging  in  illegal  gambling. 

12.  Offenses  Against  the  Family  and  Children 

Nonsupport,  neglect,  desertion,  or  abuse  of  family  and  children. 

13.  Driving  Under  the  Influence 

Driving  or  operating  any  motor  vehicle  or  common  carrier  while  drunk  or  under 
the  influence  of  liquor  or  narcotics. 

14.  Liquor  Laws 

State  or  local  liquor  law  violations,  except  "drunkenness"  (class  23)  and  "driving 
under  the  influence"  (class  21).  Excludes  Federal  violations. 

15.  Drunkenness 


Drunkenness  or  intoxication. 
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16.  Disorderly  Conduct 
Breach  of  the  peace. 

17.  Vagrancy 

Vagabondage,  begging,  loitering,  etc. 

18.  All  Other  Offenses 

All  violations  of  state  or  local  laws,  except  classes  1-25  and  traffic. 

19.  Suspicion 

No  specific  offense;  suspect  released  without  formal  charges  being  placed. 

20.  Curfew  and  loitering  laws 

Offenses  relating  to  violation  of  local  curfew  or  loitering  ordinances  where  such 
laws  exist. 

21.  Runaway 

Limited  to  juveniles  taken  into  protective  custody  under  provisions  of  local 
statutes. 
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Estimated  Population  by  Age,  Sex,  and  Color 
for  the  District  of  Columbia,  July  1,  1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Month 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Reported  Under  Uniform  Crime  Reporting  Program,"  February  19,  1980. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Day  of  the  Week 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


Number  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Time  of  Occurrence 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  7 

Number  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Police  District 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCES:  Population  estimates:  Office  of  Planning  and  Development,  "Population  Estimates  in  V ashington,  D.C."  Offenses:  Metropolitan  Police  Department, 
unpublished  data  obtained  from  computerized  records  on  April  3,  1980. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Census  Tract 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  10 

Population  Estimates  and  Number  and  Rate  per  100,000  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses 
in  the  District  of  Columbia  and  Suburban  Jurisdictions  in  Maryland  and  Virginia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  10  (con't) 


Table  1 1 

Population  Estimates8  and  Number  and  Rate  per  100,000  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offensesb 
in  Twelve  Selected  Cities,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  13 

Number  and  Percent  of  Items  Stolen  in  Robberies,  Burglaries,  and  Larceny-Thefts  by  Type  of  Item 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979* 
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'riminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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Table  15 
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Number  of  Peported  Offenses,  Adult  Arrests,  and  Juvenile  Arrests  for  Part  II  Crimes 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE'S:  Offenses:  iVetroDolitan  Police  Department,  "Offenses  Peported  I'nder  I'niforin  Criree  Peporting  Program," 
February  19,  1980;  Arrests:  ' 'ctropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPAPFD  P . : Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 
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Table  18 

Annual  Rates  of  Change  (in  percents)  of  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 
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Number  of  Juveniles  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 


PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Adults  Arreste 


PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  22 

Annual  Pates  of  Change  (in  percents)  of  Adult  Arrests  for  Crime  Index  Offenses 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Years  1971-1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  23 
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Number  of  Adults  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Color  of  Arrestee  and  Police  District  of  Officer 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Juveniles  and  Adults  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Age 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Jhis  category  contains  twelve  males  aged  18-20  arrested  as  juveniles  and  prosecuted  under  the  Youth  Corrections  Art. 
This  category  contains  two  females  aged  18-20  arrested  as  juveniles  and  prosecuted  under  the  Youth  Corrections  Act. 

SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data. 

PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


in  the  F istrict  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Folice  Department,  unpublished  data. 
PPEPAREr  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  ard  Analysis 


Number  of  Juveniles  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Color 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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:PARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Number  of  Adults  Arrested  for  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  and  Color 
in  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


111 


APPENDIX  C 

CRIME  STATISTICS 
FOR  CENSUS  TRACT  58 
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Table  1 

Median  and  Maximum  Values  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  in  150  Census  Tracts 
and  the  Number  in  Census  Tract  58  and  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  2 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Month 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data  obtained  from  computerized  records  on  February  21,  1980. 
PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Anal) sis 


Table  3 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Day 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 


115 


PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  4 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Time  of  Occurrence 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  5 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Age  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  6 
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Table  7 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Race  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  18  of  the  District  of  Collumbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  9 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Race  of  Alleged  Offender 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  10 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Month  and  Day 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  ’ 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Day  and  Time  of  Occurrence 
in  Census  Tract  5S  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 
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Table  13 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Sex  of  Complainant  and  Time  of  Occurrence 
for  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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SOURCE:  Metropolitan  Police  Department,  unpublished  data  obtained  from  computerized 
records  on  February  21,  1980. 


Table  14 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Residence  of  Complainant  and  Time  of  Occurrence 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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PREPARED  BY:  Office  of  Criminal  Justice  Plans  and  Analysis 


Table  15 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Race  and  Age  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  16 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Race  and  Sex  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  17 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Residence  and  Age  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Tpble  18 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Residence  and  Sex  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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Table  19 

Number  and  Percent  of  Reported  Crime  Index  Offenses  by  Residence  and  Race  of  Complainant 
in  Census  Tract  58  of  the  District  of  Columbia,  Calendar  Year  1979 
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